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SEE SRRES, 


Tue Merroromtan anv Provincia, Law Assocta- 
tion has presented the following petition to the House 
of Commons. We need hardly say that we entirely 
concur in the reasons given therein against the clauses 
of the Trading Companies Bill, now before the House, 
providing for the transfer from the Court of Chancery 
to that of Bankruptcy, of the jurisdiction in winding-up 
of trading companies. 


That your petitioners are ef opinion that the compulsory 
transfer from the Court of Chancery to that of Bankruptcy of 
the jurisdiction for winding up all trading companies, pro- 
pored by thie “‘ Bill for the incorporation, regulation, and wind- 
ing up of trading companies and other associations” now 
before your honourable House, will be found inexpedient for 
the following reasons, viz;— 

In the winding up of unlimited companies, which are gene- 
rally companies which have been engaged in large transactions, 
the whole fortunes of the shareholders may be involved in an 
decision, and it is of the last importance, therefore, that suc 
decisions should be those of a judge of a superior court attended 
by an efficient Bar, and whose judgments are regularly 
reported. 

There is only a very limited Bar attending the Court of 
Bankruptcy, and Queen’s Counsel do not go into it at all, In 
most district bankruptcy courts, there is no Bar, and as the 
commissioners of the district courts have no facilities for inter- 
communication, great discrepancy in decisions, and consequent 
multiplication of appeals to the Lord Chancellor or Lords 
Justices, would be likely to arise. 

Another objection to the Court of Bankruptcy is, that in 
bison questions of nice equities and points entirely un- 
connected with bankruptcy or insolvency law frequently arise, 
with which bankruptcy commissioners are scarcely_supposed 
to be conversanit. 

In the Court of Bankruptcy, as at present constituted, there 
is no machinery at all equivalent to the ehief clerks or cham- 
bers, and the registrars sit only in open court, in which a 
variety of distinct matters, which are at the same time claiming 
attention, are usually proceeding. Any long inquiry, that 
would be taken by the chief clerks in chancery without diffi- 
culty, would stop up the Bankruptcy Court for a week, 

The registrar has to do everything of large or small im- 
portance. He has no chambers, and no staff of junior clerks 
to assist him, The official assignee, being himself a party 
representing the company itself, could not take the inquiries, 
In bankruptcy this difficulty has always been felt, and matters 
involving any heavy or complicated accounts have generally 
had to be decided elsewhere by arbitration, action, or bill in 
chancery. 

In chancery the official manager has constant and. easy 
access to the chief clerk, and takes his directions in a summary 
“z. on every important step. The chief clerk also checks the 
official manager’s accounts. In bankruptcy there is no check 
or examination practically of the official assignee’s accounts, 
oxcept by the solicitor to the assignees. 

The settlement of the list of contributories, the proving of 
debts, and the taking of the director's accounts, are found to be 
done 8o efficiently by the chief clerks in chancery that there 
are but few appeals, and the winding-up of many companies 
of considerable importance has been conducted in chancery 
without a single appeal into court. 

The chief clerk can At all times adjourn any question of 
difficulty to hisown judge in chambers, where, with scarcely 
any delay, either the official manager, contributory, or creditor 
9 the case may be) can have the security and satisfaction of 
the decision, in the first instance, without the expense of coun- 
sel, or of an appeal, of the Vice-Chancellor himself. 

In voluntary windings-up under the supervision of the 
Conrt, the Court will only be ym to in cases of difficulty. 
There is less reason, therefore, why this a should go 
to the Bankruptoy Court, as the amount of additional labour 
thrown ‘on the Court of Chancery by this class of business is 
very small. But there is the greater reason why it should go 
to the Court of Chancery because the questions submitted 





always involve difficulty, and ought, therefore, to’ go direct 
before a judge of a superior court. 

The official assignees do not prepare and settle lists of con- 
tributories; search out the companies transactions; negotiate 
sales and compromises, and work out the winding-up as official 
managers do; but all that labour is left to the solicitors, the 
Official assignees receiving their commission for acting as re- 
ceivers only, thereby largely increasing the costs of the pro- 
ceedings. In chancery the official managers perform all the 
ordinary dutios of the winding-up, leaving to the solicitors 
only the contentious part of the business, 

Tuomas Avtson (of Liverpool), Chairman. 
Puitie Rickman, Secretary. 


Tue Lower Canapa Jurist has published the follow- 
ing letter addressed by the Registrar of the i 
Privy Council to Robert Mackay, Esq., an advoeate of 
Lower Canada :— 

Council Office, Whitehall, 
November 25th, 1861. 

In answer to your question, I beg to inform you that the 
bar of the Privy Council is an open bar to all advocates duly 
qualified in the colonies and dependencies from which 
lie to the Queen in Council; and consequentl or Canadian 
advocate would be heard by their lordships in Canadian appeals. 

(Signed,) Henry Reeve, 
Reg. P. Ci 

The Upper Canada Law Journal, in commenting upoti 
this letter, says :— 

The communication is an important one, and as such we 
copy it for the information of our readers. Wedo not think 
that the members of the Bar in Upper Canada have hitherto 
been aware that they have the privilege which it mentions, 
The privilege is of great value. The knowledge of colonial 
law acquired by counsel in England on occasion of a particular 
appeal is oftentimes too slender to enable them to do justice to 
the interests entrusted to them. Therefore it may be that in 
cases of importance some of our local Bar will be found both 
ready and willing to avail themselves of the privilege. 

Any person who has beén duly called to the bar of any of 
her Majesty’s Superior Courts in England, Scotland, or Ireland, 
not being courts of merely local jurisdiction, are entitled to be 
called to the Bar in Upper Canada. 

It might be well for the English Benchers to consider whether 
or not reciprocity might not be extended to colonial barristers 
desirous of removing to England. by few, pethaps, would be 
found courageous enough to entertain the idea of availing them- 
selves of any such measure of reciprocity; but that of itself is 
no reason ‘why some such measure should not exist. It would 
be a great compliment to the colonies, many of which have 
courts and laws as nearly as possible similar to those of the 
mother country. We make the suggestion for what it is worth 


Tue Supsecr oF THE apMIssion oF Ma. Epwin 
James to the New York Bar has recently been the 
cause of considerable excitement in that city. The 
matter has been brought before the Supreme Court. 
Many of the leading lawyers at New York think that his 
admission to practice there, when the circumstances 
connected with his career in England are take into con- 
consideration, is disgraceful. The Law Institute ap- 
pointed a committee to examine into the case, and to 
report upon the facts. Mr. Lord, the chairman of the 
committee, at the general term of the Supreme Court, 
submitted all the papers in the case, and made the 
following remarks :— 

On behalf of the Law Institute I submit to the Court these 
papers, It is not necessary to state what is contained in 
them; the Court will readthem. I desire that the Court will 
give to Mr. James an opportunity to answer the application. 


? It is to have the order admitting Mr. James to the bar revoked, 


on the ground that some facts existed at the time of his ad- 
mission which were not disclosed to the Court, but which 
probably would have been sufficient to prevent his admisssion 
if known. 

The Judges Ingraham, Leonard, and Rosenkranz 
received the papers, and it is expected they will give 
their decision thereon soon. It is stated to be not im- 
probable that the Court will revoke the order it gave 
to admit Mr. James to practice. We give elsewhere a 
full report of the strange proceedings of a meeting at- 
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tended by a large number of members of the New York 
bar, where Mr. James made perhaps the most impudent 
speech that even he ever delivered. 


Tue Ricut Honovraste THE Lorp Mayor, on the 
30th ult., gave a splendid banquet to her Majesty’s 
judges, of which about 260 ladies and gentlemen - 
took. Among those present were—The Lord chiet 
Justice of the Common Pleas, the Lord Chief Baron, 
Lord Justice Bright Bruce, Lord Justice Turner, Vice- 
Chancellor Kindersley, Vice-Chancellor Stuart, Vice- 
Chancellor Wood, Mr. Justice Wightman, Mr. Justice 
Vaughan Williams, Mr. Baron Channell, Mr. Justice 
Byles, Mr. Justice Blackburn, Mr. Justice Keating, 
Mr. Justice Mellor, Mr. Commissioner Goulburn, Mr. 
Commissioner Nichols, the Attorney-General, the Lord 
Advocate, the Solicitor-General, the Attorney-General 
for Ireland, and many of her Majesty's counsel. 


Ir 18 STATED THAT sINCE THE New Banxruptcy 
Acr came into operation upwards of £150,000 has 
been transferred from the Insolvent Court to Basing- 
hall-street, as unclaimed dividends. 


Tae Reaper on ConstiruTionan Law and Le 
History, to the Inns of Court, has postponed the de- 
livery of his first public lecture after the recess to 
Wednesday, the 11th inst. 


Tue Oxrorp anp Campripce Rirte Corps have 
arranged to meet for a field day in Hyde Park on Mon- 
day next, the 9th of June, and have invited the Inns of 
Court Corps to meet them on that occasion. It bein 
term time at both Universities the two regiments wi 
return to Oxford and Cambridge the same evening ; the 
operations consequently will terminate by five o'clock, 
and will probably commence about three. Colonel 
M’ Murdo, C.B,, will be in command of the three corps. 


Mr. Cuarres Epwarp Lewis, of 6, Old Jewry, and 
Mr. 'l’. Alley Jones, of 1, Clifford’s Inn, are candidates 
for the office of Coroner for the Western Division of 
Middlesex, vacant by the death of Mr. Thomas Wakley. 


Mr. L. H. Sresx has been appointed Senior Judge of 
the Madras Court of Small Causes, in the place of Mr. 
R. Burgass, who has resigned. 


Mr. Epwarp Honarr Barter, of No. 52, Old Broad- 
street, City, has been appointed a Commissioner to ad- 
minister Oaths in the Court of Chancery. 


Tue JupGes or THE Courts or Common Law selected 
their respective Circuits on Thursday. They are as 
follows :— : 

Norrotk.—The Lord Chief Justice and Mr. Justice 
Wightman. 

Mipitanp.—Lord Chief Justice Erle and the Lord Chief 
Baron. 

Home.—Barons Martin and Bramwell. 

WeEsTERN.—Justices Williams and Keating. 

Ox¥rorp.—Justices Byles and Blackburn, 

NortuEern.—Baron Wilde and Mr. Justice Mellor. 

Norta WaLes.—Mr. Justice Crompton. 

SoutH WaLes.—Mr. Baron Channell, 


a 
vw 


THE LAND TRANSFER BILLS. 

Although the Government Transfer of Land Bill 
has obtained with little difficulty a second reading in 
the House of Commons it is still very uncertain whether 
anything definite will come of it this session. Several 
of the leading lawyers, who addressed the House on 
Monday evening last, gave but a provisional support to 
the measure, reserving their detailed objections for a 
eclect committee, to which it is certain that this bill must 
be referred. The fact that the House also gave a 
second reading to Lord Cranworth’s Declaration of Title 
Bill and Security of Purchasers Bill shows, that either 
Parliament is profoundly ignorant or indifferent about 
the whole matter, or else that it considers a Select 
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Committee better suited for forming an opinion, not 
only of the respective merits of the two schemes, but 
of the details of whichever of them should be preferred. 
In point of theory no doubt there is no reason why the 
schemes of the Lord Chancellor and Lord Cranworth 
should not both be accepted by the country, and perhaps 
some practical men would be disposed to do each the 
justice of a fair trial, and to allow actual experience to 
decide the question of superiority ; but, however plau- 
sible such a proposal might appear, this course will hardly 
be adopted. Indeed, it would be very difficult to give 
both schemes a fair trial; and any attempt to do so 
would be necessarily both expensive and unsatisfactory. 
In the first place it should be borne in mind that each 
scheme consists of two distinct but correlative parts. 
In each the first object is to obtain a judicial declaration 
of title, and the second is to secure future purchasers 
against the ibility of unknown incumbrances sub- 
sequent to the date of such declaration. The Lord 
Chancellor proposes to accomplish the first object by 
means of a kind of conveyancing court (consisting of a 
registrar and of examiners of title) which would be 
affiliated or subsidiary to the Court of Chancery ; while 
Lord Cranworth is content with such machinery as now 
exists in the Court of Chancery, and is at present in 
daily operation under the Leases and Sales of Settled 
Estates Act. The only increase of officialism under 
Lord Cranworth’s scheme would be a few additional 
clerks, and perhaps one or two new conveyancing 
counsel, whose duties would be confined exclusively to 
matters arising under the new Act. Lord Cranworth 
would enable parties claiming to be entitled to land in 
possession for an estate of fee simple, either absolutely 
or subject to any incumbrances, to petition the Court for 
a declaration of title, whereupon the Court might make 
an order for the investigation of the title as it would 
upon a decree for specific performance. When the 
investigation is satisfactory the Court may make a 
declaration nisi, which, if nothing adverse occurred in 
the mean time, would entitle the party to a certificate 
at the end of six months. The Lord Chancellor's plan, 
so far as the declaration of title is concerned, is not 
very different except so far as it constitutes the novel 
kind of mediatized tribunal, which we have already 
described. We should also mention that it has some 
provisions for the creation of non-guaranteed titles, by the 
combined operation of a register and lapse of time. It 
is obvious, however, that there is no apd con- 
nection between the judicial investigation of title and 
the machinery of registration ; and to all intents and 
purposes the two proposals now before Parliament are 
in this respect identical in their main features—the 
differences between them bei " no means of an 
essential character. Whether the first step in seeking 
indefeasible title should be by such a petition to the 
Court of Chancery as is now presented under the 
Leases and Sales of Settled Estates Act, to be followed 
by an investigation of title in chambers or vice versd, is 
a question of convenience merely, and by no means in- 
ms the principle of registration, which is at issue 

in relation to the second general object, are 
t is, 


onl 
to both the measures now under consideration. 
therefore, ver ible that Parliament may _— 
some plan for itating the obtainment of indefeasible 
title more or less directly from the Court of Chancery, 
and yet not be prepared for the Lord Chancellor's wr a 
}and more experimental scheme for recording the sub- 
sequent transactions relating to land the title to which 
shall have been declared. By this course the country 
would at all events be saved a very large outlay at a 
time when the money cannot well be spared for an 
object of extremely uncertain utility. 

e have alread shown in previous articles that the 
“ Record of Title,” proposed by Lord Westbury, would 
of necessity involve to a large extent i 





——— both 
of title and of assurances, the evils of which have 
been long admitted, not only by Royal Commis- 
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sioners and such gentlemen as those who gave evi- 
dence before them, but by all practitioners who have 
any experience in the matter. Indeed, it is a curious 
coincidence that on the very evening when the English 
Land Transfer Schemes were discussed in the House of 
Commons there was also before the House another bill, 
the object of which was to remedy the mischief con- 
nected with the registration of deeds in Ireland. The 
Lord Chancellor himself would probably admit the 
utter impracticability of any possible system involving 
the registration of all assurances in England; and his 
scheme therefore does not profess to provide such a 
register. But our argument is that virtually his 
“Record of Title” would be to a large extent a 
Register of Assurances. It would be so at all events 
wherever any question arose “as to the true con- 
struction or legal validity or effect of any deed, in- 
strument, or will, or as to the persons entitled, 
or the extent or nature of the estate, right or in- 


terest, power or authority, of any person or class of - 


persons.” Unless, therefore, Parliament is prepared to 
provide a gigantic system for the registration of as- 
surances it ought to postions for the present, at 
least, the adoption of this part of the Lord Chan- 
cellor’s measure, although it may accept either his or 
Lord Cranworth’s scheme for the. obtainment of a 
judicial declaration of title. Meanwhile there could 
be no great harm in giving a trial to Lord Cranworth’s 
self-acting plan of recording dealings with land. It is 
now many years since it was originally proposed, but 
it has from time to time been advocated by experienced 
conveyancers, and certainly has the great merit of sim- 
plicity and inexpensiveness. It is proposed that all 
dealings with the land subsequent to the certificate of 
title shall be “noticed” upon such certificate, and 
thus a sufficient register be provided without any ex- 
pense to the public. The only question as to this pro- 
posal is, whether it would be possible to contrive in 
connection with it efficient checks to fraud. Lord 
Cranworth’s Declaration of Title Bill enables the 
Court to issue a new certificate where one is lost, and 
of course it would be necessary for the Court to have 
this power. The difficulty is to devise some means 
whereby the Court in issuing such new certificate 
might have reliable information as to the memorials 
indorsed upon the old one. If the Court were wholly 
dependent upon the person entitled to the custody of 
the certificate it would undoubtedly open the door to 
fraud, and it is certainly not easy to suggest for this 
urpose anything else than such aid as may be derived 
rom a staff of public officials. It occurs to us, how- 
ever, that this difficulty might be solved as effectually 
and less expensively by mei, solicitors as the officers of 
the Court in this matter. The Act might direct that 
the memorial should be indorsed upon the certificate in 
the presence of a solicitor specially authorised for this 
purpose, and whose duty it wor A be to keep an in- 
dexed record of all such transactions, and that no new 
certificate should be granted until due notice had 
been given by advertisements in Government papers. 
This would provide a simple and inexpensive safe- 
against fraud without asking the public tax- 
payer to bear the costs of so doing. A still 
more convenient plan, perhaps, would be, that the certifi- 
cate of title should bear upon the face of it the name 
of the solicitor whose duty it would be to endorse sta- 
tutory memorials of perregnens transactions, and who 
would be for this purpose the solicitor ot agent of the 
owner, very much after the manner in which the soli- 
citor upon the record is a feature of a Chancery suit. The 
Court and all ies would thus have a reliable regis- 
trar without the intervention of a centralized machinery 
which would of necessity be very cumbrous and costly 
in its operations. We commend these suggestions to 
our many of whom must be far more compe- 
tent than we can pretend to be to judge of their value. 
Although lawyers can hardly hope to have a fair 


hearing upon this question, yet they may do something 
for the public, not less than their own profession, even 
now, at the last moment, by contributing the fruits of 
their experience towards the solution of the question 
before Parliament. The ignorance of the lay press 
upon the subject is well nigh incredible. The Times, 
in an article upon the debate of last Monday, con- 
founds Lord Cranworth’s bills with those which 
were introduced by Sir Hugh Cairns in a former session, 
and the writer betrays curious unacquaintance with the 
leading features of all the various schemes. The 
question is one, however, which must be settled, if 
at all, by those lawyers in both houses who have some 
acquaintance with the law of real property. But it is 
plain that they must do something to appease cm te 
longing for a change. We are inclined to think that 
this might be done most judiciously by mer mt 
two bills of Lord Cranworth, with some such modifica- 
tions as we have suggested. 

We reserve for future consideration the “Land 
; Debenture” scheme of Mr. Scully and Mr. Whiteside, 
: which is now before a select committee of the House of 
| Commons. 
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| THE VACANT CORONERSHIP OF THE WESTERN 
DIVISION OF MIDDLESEX. 

We have sometimes had occasion to call attention to 
the importance of the judicial functions of coroners, 
and to the necessity of selecting lawyers for this office. 
The question is one of the deepest interest, not merely 
to accused persons but to the _ public. Nearly 
every other country in Europe has some official s 
in connection with the Government and its law advisers 
for inquiring into cases of death under suspicious 
circumstances; and even in Scotland there are Pro- 
curators Fiscal or public prosecutors of districts whose 
duty it is to institute secret and ez parte inquiries into 
such cases. We are not at present concerned, however, 
to inquire into the relative advantages and disadvan- 
tages of such proceedings as compared with the agency 
employed for the same purpose in this country. Asa 
matter of fact we have no official prosecutor in Eng- 
land. Our only recognized and direct agency for the 
discovery of capital crimes, involving loss of life, isa 
public inquest, presided over by an officer elected by 
the freeholders. We rely upon investigations so 
conducted, not merely for the discovery of guilt, but 
also for the protection of innocence, both of which 
may perhaps be most effectively ae an 
inquiry of this kind, so long as it is conducted skilfully, 
according to the rules of law, and with a due regard 
both to the public exigency and to private rights. If, 
on the other hand, there is no security whatever that 
the proceedings of the coroner's court will be be con- 
ducted in a judicial spirit, and by a person not. merel 
acquainted with the law which is to be adminis 
but who is also practically versed in the investigation 
of evidence, it would certainly seem fairer to suspected 
persons who may be innocent that these inquiries 
should be conducted in secret by some confidential 

t of the Crown. We are not advocates for such a 
change. It is opposed alike to the instincts and habits 
of Englishmen, and if the freeholders have a proper 
regard to the qualifications of their appointee there 
would be no necessity whatever for it ; but recent ex- 
perience has furnished some remarkable instances, of 
the miscarriage of these inquiries, and the defeat of 
justice consequent upon the pe mage shen of persons 
who are not lawyers, to the office of coroner, . The 
public are now and then startled by the ex i 
character of the proceedings at an inquest in whi 
perhaps there has been obviously on part of the 
coroner an entire misconception or ignorance of the real 
issues raised before him, of his own proper functions, 
and of the common rules of evidence. It is no wonder, 
therefore, that such proceedings should not infrequently 
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result in the incrimination of innocence and the escape of 
ilt. If we mistake not the gentleman who presided 
in the notorious Road murder case was a medical prac- 
titioner, who of course could not be expected to have 
much experience in conducting inquiries involving volu- 
minous and entangled evidence. As that inquest pro- 
ceeded it was impossible not to regret that it was not 
resided over by some person conversant with judicial 
usiness, or, at all events, with the forms and procedure 
of courts of justice. We could not expect to find these 
qualifications in a practitioner of medicine or in any 
other person than a lawyer. We believe as matter of 
fact that the majority of coroners throughout the 
country are lawyers, but now and then a common 
popular fallacy favours the election of a member of the 
medical rather than of the legal profession. It is sup- 
posed that a doctor ought to be a better judge of the 
cause of death than a barrister or attorney ; and so, no 
doubt, he is, so far as the physical cause is concerned— 
or, in other words, so far as a judgment might be 
formed by an examination of the body. But the fal- 
lacy consists in regarding the judgment or opinion thus 
formed as anything else than the subject of testimony 
to be given as evidence in the witness-box and not by 
way of judicial decision. If the contrary were to hold 
good, xa bo most aan rue! would always be the 

t judge, whereas eve uainted with litigation 
knows how unlikely this would te. Although it + now 
a century since Adam Smith incontrovertibly estab- 
lished ‘division of labour” as one of the primordial 
principles of a sound economy it is strange to observe 
in how many instances of public importance and with 
what hurtfal results this wholesome rule is still — 
from. The duties of a coroner require for their efficient 
discharge the knowledge and experience, and, therefore, 
the training and education, of a lawyer. It is not just 
that there should be any unnecessary risk of im- 
perilling the reputations, to say nothing of the lives, of 
innocent persons. They should at least have the 

tee that neither one nor the other shall be placed 
in jeopardy for a single day by the legal inexperience 
or ignorance of a public official exercising important 
jurisdiction. Nor is it wise that the general community 
should in these inquiries be without such oT 
as practised skill and competent training afford. In 
truth the question is too plain for argument. Judicial 
qualifications are required in every case that comes 
before a coroner. Medical knowledge is necessary in 
but few, and wherever it is necessary it is properly con- 
tributed through witnesses, and not through a function- 
ary whose duties are purely judicial. 

The British public have recently had a fair exhibi- 
tion of the inconvenience and unfairness, to say nothing 
of the dilatoriness, of guwcsi-judicial investigations con- 
ducted before a lay tribunal. Captain Robertson and 
Mr. Anthony would certainly have had a fairer trial, 
and many persons incidentally concerned in these two 
eases would have been more justly dealt with, and the 
public conscience would be less disturbed, if the Dublin 
courts-martial had been conducted under the direction, 
or at all events with the assistance, of a competent 
lawyer, who would have eliminated all that was ir- 
relevant and distinguished the relative provinces of 
jurisdiction and evidence. The same desideratum always 
exists wherever a man is made a judge upon the ground 
that he is of such knowledge as would make 
him a witness—which is the only reason for electing 
a medical doctor to the office of coroner. 

We have thought it right to make the foregoing ob- 
servations at the present time in consequence of the 

proaching contest for the coronership of the Western 

ivision of the county of Middlesex. The ordinary 
rule was set aside in the case of the late Mr. Wakley, 
who owed his election, no doubt, very much to political 
considerations, and to his own personal popularity. What 
was, however, comparatively exceptional in his case is 
now sought to be made the rule for the metropolitan 
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county. We believe that young Mr. Wakley, who 
is a candidate for the vacant office, is by pro- 
fession a surgeon, and that he is altogether without 
special education in the theory or the practice of the 
law ; and upon this ground, if there were none other, 
we should deem him unfit for the office to which he 
aspires. We are glad, therefore, that a highly respec- 
table member of the legal profession has entered 
the lists with a good chance of success. Mr. Charles 
Edward Lewis, of the firm of Messrs. Harrison & 
Lewis, has issued an address to the freeholders, in 
which he relies upon his long experience as a lega 
ommend not merely at the desk, but in the public 

orum. For some years past he has been a very promi- 
nent and rising advocate in the Court of ptcy, 
and is well-known throughout the -profession as a man 
of unimpeachable character and great professional ac- 
quirements. He will be likely, therefore, to have at 
all events the general support of the legal profession. 
But as the question at issue is really one of great im- 
portance to the public, we hope that the general com- 
munity will feel a common interest with the lawyers in 
securing the election of a competent lawyer the 
vacant coronership, and we believe it would be difficult 
to find in the ranks of the profession éne who deserves 
this character better than Mr. C. E. Lewis. 


aa a 


The Courts. 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
(Sittings in Banco, before Lord Chief Justice CockBuRN, and 
Justices WighTMAN, CROMPTON, and BLACKBURN, ) 


May 30.—Calvert and Others v. Ashburn.—Thie was an ac- 
tion in which the plaintiffs sought to recover damages for the 
infringement of a patent. 

During the discussion upon the case, some observations were 
made by the Court upon the proposal recently made in Parlia- 
ment for the establishment of a new tribunal for the trial of 
patent causes, 

Mr. Bovill said a commission was to be issued to ba eo 
the matter, and it would be very desirable if their 
would favour the country with their opinions upon the question. 

Lord Chief Justice Cocksurn.—We should be very in- 
terested witnesses. 

Mr. Bovill said that recently two attempts had been made to 
try patent causes in the Court of Chancery—one with a jury, 
and one without a jury; but the learned counsel conld not say 
whether the learned judges in Chancery could report satisfac- 
torily of the mode of trial. In one case a judge in the Court 
of Chancery stated that it took him a whole week to under- 
stand one patent case, 

Mr. Justice WicHTMAN observed that in the case before the 
Court the scientific witnesses were not : 

Lord Chief Justice Cocksurn said the scientific witnesses 
neither agreed in theory nor in the result of their e ments. 

Mr. Bovill added that there were now before the affi- 
davits of the most conflicting character upon questions of 
science, made by scientific gentlemen. 


June 2.—In re De Medina, an Attorney.—In this case, Mr. 
De Medina had been fined £100 and suspended for three 
years by the Court of Exchequer for certain malpractices as 
an attorney. 

Mr. Garth, on behalf of the Incorporated Law Society, 
brought the subject under their lordships’ notice. 

The Court considered that before acting in the matter it 
would be better to call upon the attorney for an explanation 
or answer. 

Kule nisi granted. 





BAIL COURT. 
(Sitting at Wisi Prius, at Westminster, before Mr. Justice 
MELLoR and a Common Jury.) 

June 2.—Tennant v. Bankhart and Others.—This was an 
action to recover the amount of certain tolls for goods, &c., 
carried on a canal in South Wales, Amongst other pleas was 
one of a set-off. 

The action was sent to be tried by direction of the Court of 
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The learned JupGr asked why the Court of Chancery did 
not try the case under the powers lately granted to them. 
Mr. Chombers observed that they only tried the easy causes 


n Chancery. 

The learned Jupce said it was very hard on the common 
law courts that they should have to try these causes. He 
wished the Chancery courts would try them. 

It was ultimately arranged that the verdict should be 
entered for the plaintiff, with liberty to the defendants to move 


i 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Hotroyp.) 

May 29.—In re Henry Morton,—Thie bankrupt, who was a 
solicitor of 16, Trinity-square, Southwark, applied to pass his 
examination, and for an order of di “ 
by a creditor who had been induced to ad- 
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money from other sources upon it, and altogether 
claimant. mn ee ey: pegs Sapna. six months’ 
imprisonment upon a criminal charge. His present incarcera- 
tion dated from October, 1860, 
The Commissioner was clearly of opinion that the bank- 


had been of a gross fraud. The order of dischar; 
wreald be wholly reksed. ws 


INSOLVENT DEBTORS’ COURT. 

May 31.—The Chief Commissioner has given a decision 
which will affect the question of “ pending business.” 

Application was in two cases to dismiss the petitions, in 
order to proceed in the Court of Bankruptcy. In one case the 
petitioned under the Protection Act in 1860, but 
did not appear. Subsequently he was made a bankrupt, but 
the bankruptcy could not proceed whilst the petition yao gendr 
ing ia this court; in the other case, last year a creditor had ob- 
tained a vesting order, and, as he had been made a bankrupt, 
his case could not proceed whilst the petition existed in this 
court 


‘The Curr Commissioner held that in neither case could 
it be considered as “pending business.” One was in Novem- 
ber, 1860, and the other in June, 1861. 


_ 


Parliament and Legislation. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 








‘This bill was ordered to be referred to a select committee. 
Traps Marks Bu, 


Mr, Ganson, in reply to Mr. Roxsuox, stated that this bill 
be considered in committee, about the second 
week the adjournment, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
: Monday June 2. 
Rorat Commission.—Law or Invewrions. 
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& second time. 
After some discussion, in which Sir Hugh Cairns, Mr. Malins, 
the Attorney-General, Mr. Sir F, jy, and Sir F. Golds- 





mid took part, the bill was read a second time and ordered to 
be committed on Monday the 16th instant. : 

Sir Hucu Carens gave notice that on that day he should 
move thatthe bill be referred to a select committee, 


DECLARATION oF TitLe Br11. 
This bill was read a second time and ordered to be com- 
mitted on the 16th inst. 


Securiry oF Purcnasers Bit. 

This bill was read a second time. 

REaL Property (TitLe oF Purcuasers) B1it, 
This bill was read a second time. 

AssuRANCES AND ReoisTRaTIon (IRELAND) Brit. 
This bill was read a second time on the understanding that 

it should be referred to a select committe. ; 
Hieuwars Bint. 

This bill was read ‘a third time and passed. 


ws 
ie ol 


Recent Becisions. 
EQUITY, 
Bringing DEFENDANT TO THE Bak or THE Count-—Com- 
PUTATION OF THE “ TuIRTY Days.” 
Flower v. Bright, V.C. W. 10 W. R. 5658. 

In this case the defendant had been attached for want of 
answer, and was brought to the bar of the court, by the plain- 
tiff, under the provisions of rule 3 of Order 12 of the Consoli- 
dated General Orders. ‘The last of the 
such rule had expired on the previous day. t 
the court being closed on that day (on the occasion 
opening of the International Exhibition) the pl 
se 8 agg sgh ag * Co enn ee Sere 
relying upon the extension provided 
Order 87 of the Consolidated General Orders. ” 

The Vice-Chancellor, however, said thatthe extension 
time which was claimed ded on the General 
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tinuance in custody. 
This decision, founded upon the principle that a General 


Order of the Court is usually subordinate in to the 
provisions of an Act of Parliament, assumed, too, the 
rales of court upon which the plaintiff relied in the case in 


question came within the operation of that principle. __ 

The provisions of rule 5 of section 15 of 1 Will, 4, c. 36, 
originally fixing the period of thi 
embodied in rule 74 of the General of 
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so made “ shall be binding and obligatory on the Court, and 
of the like force and effect as if the therein contained 
had been expressly enacted by , 


the provisions of an Act of Parliament. 


Spgciyic Detivery up or Cuarrers—Remepr at Law. 
Dowling v. Betjemann, V.C. W., 10 W. BR. 574. 

Since the cases of P. v. 1 Vern 273, and Duke of 

Somerset y. Cookson, 8 P. . 889, it has not been doubted 
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that the specific thing in question is the object of the plaintifl’s 
wishes, and not a compensation in damages. ‘This principle 
is bused, as was well observed by Lord Loughborough in Fellis 
v. Read, 3 Ves, 70, on the ground that a plaintiff ought not to be 
left to recover merely that estimate which a jury of people 
who had not the same feelings with himself might place upon 
the chattel. And it seems to be settled at the present day, 
that even if the subject matter of the suit be not an heir-loom 
or a chattel of peculiar value, yet, if there subsist a fiduciary 
relation between the parties, the Court will interfere. Thus in 
Wood v. Rowceliffe, 3 Hare 304, which was not unlike the pre- 
sent case, where « bill had been filed against an agent for the 
delivery up of furniture and household effects which had been 
deposited by the plaintiff with him, and to restrain him from 
parting with them, Sir J. Wigram, V.C., overruled a 
demurrer for want of equity. It was contended, in support of 
the demurrer, that household furniture and effects were not 
chattels of such a peculiar nature as to come within the rule 
deducible from the cases decided in respect to this head of the 
jurisdiction of the Court. The horn in Pusey v. Pusey, the 
tobacco-box in Fells v. Read, the patera in Duke of Somerset 
v. Cookson. were each articles whose value did not admit of a 
monetary estimation; but the value of furniture, it was alleged, 
in Wood v. Roweliffe, could be readily estimated by a money 
price. The Vice-Chancellor, however, overruled the demurrer, 
and observed,—‘* I have known many bills to have been filed 
in the Court of Exchequer formerly on behalf of the owners 
of cargoes, to prevent improper dealings with the goods by 
their agents, or persons in the situation of agents.” Lord Cot- 
tenham, upon appeal, 2 Ph. 383, approved of the law as laid 
down by the Vice-Chancellor, adding that “ where a fiduciary 
relation subsists between the parties, whether it be the case of 
an agent or a trustee, or a broker, or whether the subject-matter 
be stock, or cargoes, or chattels of whatever description, the 
Court will interfere to prevent a sale, either by the party en- 
trusted with the goods, or by a person claiming under him, 
through an alleged abuse of power,” 

In the present case the chattel sought to be delivered up 
had a peculiar value, and there was, moreover, a fiduciary 
relation subsisting between the parties. The plaintiff had de- 
posited a picture with the defendants for the purposes of 
exhibition and engraving until a certain period (which had 
elapsed at the date of the institution of the suit), with liberty 
to the defendants to purchase the picture at such period 
for a sum specified in the agreement. Sir W. P. Wood, 
V.C., decided that, as the plaintiff had himself placed a 
money value upon the picture, the case made by the bill did 
not come within the principle of any of the cases which had 
led to the establishment of this branch of the jurisdiction of 
the Court. His Honour observed that, if the bill had been 
framed on the footing that the agreement had been broken by 
the conduct of the defendants, and that the plaintiff ought no 
longer to be bound by it; that the picture had greatly risen 
in value, and that he was therefore entitled to treat the agree- 
ment as cancelled, a different case might have arisen. As we 
altogether assent to the soundness of his Honour’s decree, 
there is no great necessity that we should offer any lengthened 
comments upon this extrajudicial statement. We think, how- 
ever, that the plaintiff would have found insuperable difficulty 
in stating any case consistent with the facts sufficient to give 
the Court jurisdiction. Wherever the subject-matter of a suit 
is capable of a reduction to a monetary estimation, or where 
it has been, as in the present case, actually valued by the 
plaintiff, he has, we think, altogether precluded himself from 
any right which he might have either by reason of the peculiar 
nature of such subject-matter or the fiduciary relation of the 
parties, to the aid of the Court. That the defendant did not 
carry out the agreement does not affect the question of juris- 
diction. In every action at law, on a breach of contract, 
there is an averment that the defendant failed to perform his 
part. Yet surely it is not for every breach of an agreement 
that relief can be had in equity; nor will the Court, for the 
sake of ordinary or specific restitution of an article, rescind an 
agreement, the consideration of which, except with a view to 
such a restitution, it could not entertain. If, indeed, there 
is fraud in the conduct of a defendant that affects the 
agreement ab initio, and would directly afford a locus 
standi to the plaintiff, in equity the case is different. 
But, in the absence of fraud, a plaintiff can never, we conceive, 
put the Court of Chancery in motion in a case where he can 
obtain adequate relief at law. Nor do we think that a bill 
can be so ingeniously framed as to give a plaintiff who has him- 
self estimated the value of the subject-matter of the suit any 
claim to the intervention of the Court. 





Dowling v. Betjemunn affords a very clear exemplification of 
the long established rule that the Court of Chancery will not 
decree specific performance of an agreement in cases where 
damages at law would afford adequate compensation, ‘Thus in 
Cuddee v. Rutter, 5 Vin. Ab. 538, 21, 1 White & Tudor’s 
Lead. Cas. 640, it was held that a bill in equity would not lie for 
the specific performance of an agreement to transfer South Sea 
Stock. ‘The reader will find, in Adderley v. Dizon, 1 8. & S. 
610, a lucid statement by Sir John Leach, V.C., of the prin- 
ciple upon which courts of equity decree a specific performance 
of contracts relating to realty and certain descriptions of per- 
sonalty. Wherever any element can be introduced into a case 
showing that damages would not be an adequate compensation 
there will be a sufficient ground raised for the intervention of 
the Court. But where a certain fixed value may be laid, or has 
been laid, by the plaintiff on the subject matter, no accumula- 
tion of other elements in the case will entitle him to the aid of 
the Court, even though any one of these would, considered by 
itself, afford a basis for equitable jurisdiction. 

In Cuddee v. Rutter, ubi sup., the Lord Chancellor laid it 
down as a general rule ‘ that the Court will not decree a spe- 
cific performance of a contract when the party has not the 
thing to deliver.” Accordingly, in Columbine v. Chichester, 
2 Ph. 27, on a bill filed against the provisional committee of a 
projected railway company for specific performance of an 
agreement to deliver to the plaintiff a certain number of scrip 
certificates, as there was no allegation in the bill that the de- 
fendants had in their possession any scrip to deliver, but state- 
ments from which the contrary might rather be inferred, Lord 
Cottenham allowed a demurrer to the bill. In the present 
case the Messrs. Betjemann had sold to a third party, who had 
no notice of their agreement with the plaintiff. No question 
appears to have been raised upon this ground. But we think 
that this fact would, according to the principle of Columbine 
vy. Chichester, have been of itself an answer to the plaintiff's 
olaim, 





COMMON LAW. 
DEEDS OF CoMPOSITION—EFFECT OF, UNDER BANKRUPTCY 
Act, 1861. 
Walter v, Adcock and Another, Ex., 10 W. R. 542. 

The statute 24 & 25 Vict. c, 134, s. 192 (Bankruptey 
Act) enacts that every deed or instrument made between a 
debtor and his creditors, or any of them, or a trustee on their 
behalf, relating to the debts or liabilities of the debtor and his 
release therefrom, or the distribution, inspection, and manage- 
ment of his estate or of any of such matters, shall be as valid 
and binding on all the creditors of such debtor as if they were 
parties to and had duly executed the same, subject to certain 
conditions therein mentioned. The 7th condition is as follows:— 
That immediately on the execution of such deed by the debtor, 
possession of all the property comprised therein of which the 
debtor can give possession shall be given to the trustees. 

Under the 224th section of the old Bankruptey Act (12 & 13 
Vict. c. 106) to render a deed of arrangement binding when made 
between the bankrupt and his creditors all the property of the 
bankrupt must be absolutely given up for the ment of his 
debts: Ex parte Wilkes, 3 W. R. 197, 24 L. J. .6. In 
the case of | Irving v. Gray, 3 Hurl. & Nor. 34, it was decided 
that a deed of arrangement, under the 12 & 13 Vict., c. 106, 
need not contain an actual conveyance or assignment by the 
debtor of his estate, and that Hr parte Wilkes was not an 
authority for the proposition that such an assignment was ne- 
cessary for that purpose. In the same case of Irving v. Gray it 
was also held that such deed of arrangement must contain trusts 
for the distribution of all the debtor's estate amongst all his cre- 
ditors. But in the case of Ex parte Calvert, 3 De G, & J. 95, 
it was said, by Turner, L.J.,that all that was meant in Ex parte 
Wilkes was, that the property must be devoted to the creditors, 
not that it must be assigned in trust for them. 

In the present case of Walter v. Adcock, which came under 
the new ptcy Aot, a ples of a composition deed without 
any assignment of property, made by a debtor with certain of 
his creditors, who had signed the same, was attempted to be 
set up against an action brought by a creditor who was 
no party to such deed. It was urged that the present 
Bankruptcy Act did not require an assignment of pro- 
perty by the debtor to render a composition deed with 
the creditors valid ; and also, that although under the 
Act of 12 & 13 Vict., c. 106, the Court of Exchequer, 
in Drew v. Collins, 6 Exch. 670, and in Irving v. 
Gray, and the Court of Common Pleas in Fisher v. Bell, 12 C. 
B. 368, had decided that a deed of arrangement by a trader 
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for the benefit of his creditors must provide for the distribution 
of his estate amongst all his creditors, yet, under the 192nd 
section of the present Bankruptcy Act a majority of creditors 
were ly authorised to bind the others by a deed made 
for the benefit of all. The Court, however, held that a deed 
of composition entered into by the debtor with such creditors 
as may execute was not such a deed as would be paging Bor 
: wore who was no party to it and could derive no benefit 
rom it, 

Upon the other question, whether a composition deed 
under the 192nd section of the Act should assign the debtor's 
property to render such deed valid, no absolute opinion was 
expressed by the Court. 





CRIMINAL LAW. 
DeEpPosiTions, ADMISSIBILITY OF—PREGNANCY OF WITNESS. 
Reg. v. William Stephenson, C. C. R., 10 W. R. 547. 


In this case the question came before the Court as to whether 
a deposition of a witness was rightly admitted in evidence 
under the statute 11 & 12 Vict. c. 42,s. 17, by which it is 
enacted, that if it shall be proved by the oath of any credible 
witness that any person whose deposition shall have been so 
taken as aforesaid (referring to the previous charge taken in 
writing before the justices) is dead, or so ill as not to be able to 
travel, and if it shall be proved that such deposition was taken 
in the presence of the accused, then it shall be lawful to read 
such evidence as evidence in the prosecution. The Court held 
that the deposition of a witness who was daily expecting her 
confinement and was stated to be “poorly otherwise,” was 
admissible under the words “ not able to travel,” in the above 
act. It had been previously decided in Reg v. Cockburn, 1 Dear. 
& B, 203, that where a man was “ permanently disabled,” and 
in Reg. v. Wicker, 18 Jur. 252, where the witness was sent away 
by a medical man because he was “ dangerously ill,” that their 
Conte ions might be admitted within the meaning of the above 

te. 


Before the passing of this statute in Rez. v. Savage, 5 C. & 

P. 143, Patteson, J.,,had expressly decided, that a deposition 
of a woman so near her confinoment as to be unable to be pre- 
sent at a trial, could not, at common law, be received; and in 
the case of Reg. v. Walker, 1 Fost. & Fin. 634, Willes, J., is 
reported to have held at nisi prius, that illness from confine- 
ment was not within the purview of this statute. 
’ Where, however, from the nature of the illness itself, no 
reasonable hope remains that the witness would be able to 
appear in court on any future occasion, his deposition is cer- 
tainly admissible both in criminal, as well as in civil proceed- 
ings: 1 Tay. Ev. 404, The rule laid down by Lord Ellen. 
borough, in civil cases, was that when a witness was taken ill 
the party requiring his testimony should move to put off the 
trial. (See Harrison v. Blades, 3 Cam. 458,) 

In Reg v. Hi , 3 Jur. N.S, 718, the Court of Queen’s 
Bench held, that under the statute 9 & 10 Vict. c. 66 (for the 
removal of paupers), the fact of a woman “ being pregnant” 
was not a “ sickness” within that act, upon the express ground 
that “ sickness’ there meant permanent disability; and so it 
might be contended that the practice of postponing the trial 
where the witness is only suffering under a temporary illness, 
such as “ pregnancy,” ought to apply to the depositions, taken 
under the 11 & 12 Vict.c. 42. Perhaps, however, Erle, C.J, 
in giving judgment in the present case, puts the question on a 
right footing, when he ssys:—* There may be incidents in re- 
gerd to parturition, which would bring the case within the 
statute, but the Court considers it to be within the discretion 
of the judge presiding to say whether such incidents brought 
the case within the statute or not, It was for the presiding 
judge to decide whether the party was proved to be too ill to 
travel, and this Court ought not to reverse his decision.” 





*," We are obliged to our correspondent “ An Attorney ” for 

i out to us the obvious mistake and misprint that 
occurred in our notice of the decision in the case of Brown v. 
id say —* bap sage of Maite 5. | pater the 
action of assumpsit was ¢ upon two bills of exchange, 
and not upon an attorney’s Mio costs, as the head note in 
the report of the case 10 Q. B, 482, would lead one to suppose. 
In 1] Jur. 817, 16 L J, 295, a much fuller and better report 
of the case is given. 
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Correspondence. 


Recent Decisions—ANNOTATED STATUTES. 

You would much oblige the undersigned by saying whether 
it is likely you will republish the recent decisions and the 
annotated statutes by way of a manual for law students? There 
are many who like myself derive great benefit from them, and 
I saw some time since that one student was noting up the cases 
in an interleaved Harrison’s Index, but this he might do from 
a mere digest. I make better use of them than that, The 
more interesting and instructive part of your notes are the in- 
troductory parts referring to principles and leading cases. 

Book Worm. 


Common Law CounseL anp SPECIAL PLEADERS. 

By what appears in your contemporary the Jurist, it does 
not appear to be generally known that a great many of the 
former are content with fees of the latter. Indeed there 
are so very few special pleaders now that it would almost 
amount to a monopoly if counsel were to expect two guineas 
for attending chambers and one guinea for a plea of general 
issue, and thus drive all the pleading business into the hands 
of the special pleaders. I can mention a barrister in large 
practice and long standing (upwards of twenty years) who, to 
my knowledge, is well content with pleaders’ fees, and another 
of less experience, who also to my knowledge follows his ex- 
ample—others, I have been told, do the same. The question 
is, whether the day for special pleaders has not gone by—some 
of them do not condescend to attend references. One, at least, 
reads his papers in an undeviating order according as each set 
enters his chambers, regardless of the importunities of an 
anxious attorney, whose time to plead expires at once; in fact 
these gentlemen give themselves great airs, and if they had an 
entire monopoly of pleading business, would not give them- 
selves less—the absence of counsel for so long a period of the 
year on circuit, and the trouble of getting at them while three 
Courts at Westminster are sitting in banco, and four at nist 
prius, renders the employment of special pleaders at present 
more frequent than their clients desire. 

A Manacine CLERK. 








ARTICLED CLeRKs’ CouNTRY EXAMINATIONS, 

Some examiners are about to ascertain my progress, &c. 
(vide 23 & 24 Vict. c. 127). Pray what answer should I give 
to the following possible question? If Lares <r eens se 
A. for the term of three years, and from and the expira- 
tion of the said three years to B, in fee, and A. surrenders or 
forfeits his lease at the end of one year, will B.’s interest com- 
mence at once, or be delayed till the time is fully elapsed? 
According to Blackstone (1 Step. 4th ed. vol. 1, p. 286) * B,’s 
interest will not commence till the time is fully what- 
ever may become of A.’s term.” But inasmuch as B.’s estate 
“is invariably (what is this word wanted for?) fixed to remain 
to a determinate person after the particular estate is spent,” it 
is a vested remainder. Would it not, therefore, “take effect 
in possession immediately upon the determination of the par- 
ticular estate?” or would you, the grantor, get everything, and 
B. nothing ? A. S, W. 





Turortar InstRUCTION FOR ARTICLED CLERKS, 

The majority of articled clerks—at least of those who are in 
the metropolis for the purpose of completing their apprentice- 
ship—will agree with the suggestions in your article of last 
Saturday week upon the formation of an Articled Clerks’ Law 
Society. Lectures are no doubt very useful in their way, but 
they are certainly not sufficient for the instruction of young 
students of law who require the aid of a tutor rather than 
of a professor, Without such private assistance it is almost 
imposssible for a beginner to find his way through the legal — 
laborynth, and if he wants to pass the examination in Chancery- 
lane, his only safe course at present is to go by Coach, If 
this examination were the ‘be all and end all” of pro- 
fessional instruction the articled clerk would perhaps be wise 
always to avail himself of a Coach in preference to anything 
else as there is no other way of getting over the ground 
quickly. But, unhappily the glimpses of law which 
thus obtained are so Lepage Bn 
& permanent impression on , an 
@ man has the examination he is surprised to find himself 
| aoe Se he ee en oe in which his cramming 

had been most effective. It. s well known that what is thus 
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crammed into a man passes out of him a rude and undigested 
mass, or else (what is still worse) remains in him a perennial 
source of mental dyspepsia. It would be otherwise if such a 
system of instruction were adopted as you suggest, and is 
adopted by all seminaries of learning, whether general or 
special, except the Law Institution, At present an articled 
clerk does not know where to turn for a proper tutor. 
Metropolitan solicitors are generally too much engaged to 
undertake the duty, and I believe it is-the custom to give 
barristers a fee of not less than one hundred guineas a-year for 
each pupil, although probably there are many who would 
not object to take articled clerks upon easier terms if etiquette 
presented no obstacle. Your plan would, I think, remove all 
difficulty upon this head,-especially if the matter were taken up 
by the Incorporated Law Society. I have no doubt that the 
Council of that body could obtain the services of six or eight 
competent members of the junior bar to instruct classes of 
pupils in their own chambers upon easy terms. All the 
council would have to do would be to select and nominate 
them, and to fix the fees which should be payable by students 
sent to the Law Institution. It would be desirable, perhaps, 
that the tutors should have some small retaining fee from the 
society, so as to make their connection something more than 
nominal, and to give a distinct sanction to their appointment. 
This would, however, involve but a small outlay, and is not 
worth consideration. Everybody admits that what you pro- 
pose is merely a desideratum to articled clerks, and I think it 
would equally increase the means and usefulness of the Law 
Institution. It is, therefore, much to be desired that the 
Council should take the matter up, as it can best be accom- 
plished through their agency. If they decline to do so, it will 
then be time enough to consider about starting a society devoted 
mainly to this special object T. W. 


Soxicirors’ VOLUNTEER CORPS. 


Referring to the subject of volunteer corps for solicitors, oe 
which I see some mention in your recent numbers, I quitf 
agree with your correspondents who say that it is not now pos- 
sible to form an exclusive solicitors’ corps, nor do I think 
that it was ever expedient, or perhaps possible, seeing that we 
are such a scattered body. 

The Inns of Court have the greatest facility of any corps 
for frequent meeting together, being all on one spot all day. 

The resolution carried in July, 1859, in the hall of our 
society, to the effect that it was more expedient for each 
solicitor to join “the particular corps which afforded the 
readiest and easiest means for drill and practice,’ seems to be 
most sensible, and I have no doubt has been very generally 
carried into practice by us. 

Would it not be a graceful act to invite the “ Inns of Court” 
Corps to a conversazione at our hall some evening during this 
next month; and then show, by our own appearance in our 
several uniforms how we also respect the volunteer movement. 


An OFFICER OF VOLUNTEERS AND MEMBER 
op THE Law ETY. 

Lincoln’s-inn fields, May 29, 1862. 

P.S.—If any of those correspondents are still debating as 
to what corps to join, why not form a “ Solicitors’ Company ” 
in some already well-organized corps; that is more rea- 
sonable than to expect us, who have already attached onr- 
selves to particular corps, to desert our corps now. That 
company so formed might meet for drill in the neighbourhood 
of Lincoln’s-inn, where we should, no doubt, get some ground 
lent us for the purpose—possibly the square in Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields might be granted us to drill in, 

As one of the earliest volunteers who joined the movement, 
I shall be happy to give the result of any experience I can 
afford in any such organization of a company. 


a> 
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Erelanv, 

Recently an attorney named John Scott Mills was declared 
by the Lord Chancellor liable to a client for the sum of 
£561 19s. 4d., with interest at 6 per cent. since 1848, and the 
costs of suit. His name was ordered to be struck off the 
rolls. His Lordship said that, after the two investigations 
which had taken place in reference to the transactions in ques- 
tion in the case, it was impossible that Mr, John Scott Mills 
could remain a solicitor of the court. Two special juries had, 
on their oaths, affirmed that the deed in question had been 
obtained in a fraudulent manner. That verdict had been de- 











livered in the presence of the Court, and the whole case so 
abounded in materials affecting the moral character of Mr. 
Mills that, for the sake of the profession to which he belonged, 
he must refuse to allow him to remain any longer a solicitor of 
the Court. ‘The duty was imposed on him, and he could not 
help making the order. The matter, however, stands over for 
a fortnight, to see if Mr. Mills can make out any case to show 
why the order should not issue to strike him off the rolls. 


The Lord-Lieutenant has appointed Mr. Edward Geale» 
Crown Solicitor for the counties of Longford and Cavan, to the 
office of the Clerk of the Crown for the city of Dublin, The 
appointment is worth £700 a-year. The vacancy caused by 
Mr. Geale's promotion is filled up by the appointment of Mr. R. 
Ardill to the Crown Solicitorship for the two counties. 


a 
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Review. 

The Criminal Law Consolidation and Amendment Acts of the 
24 & 25 Vict.; with Notes, Observations, and Forms for 
Summary Proceedings. By Coartes SPRENGEL GREAVES, 
Esq., one of her Majesty’s Counsel, Second edition, V. & R. 
Stevens, Sons, & Haynes; H. Sweet; and W. Maxwell. 
1862. 

The author of the work before us is well known in connec- 
tion with statute law consolidation, having been a member— 
perhaps the most active and useful one—of the last Statute 
Law Commission, and also having been associated for 
many years previously with various other persons in divers 
attempts at codifying the criminal law of this country. In an 
introduction to his book Mr. Greaves gives an historical sketch 
of these attempts, which finally found themselves successful in 
the shape of the Criminal Law Consolidation and Amendment 
Acts of last session. He informs us that the bills were - 
nally franied as a mere consolidation of the existing law rela- 
ting to indictable offences “in the very terms of the existing 
enactments,” as to the merits of which we are glad to find our- 
selvesin agreement with one so competentas Mr.Greavesisto form 
an opinion upon this question. Some years ago, when the first 
reports of the Commission were published, we called attention 
to the impolicy, if not absurdity, of consolidation without 
amendment; and Mr. Greaves informs us, after all the ex- 
perience he has had, that “ consolidation without any amend- 
ment or alteration is impracticable, and, even if it were 
practicable, is inexpedient;” and in support of this opinion he 
adduces several weighty reasons amongst which are the fol- 
lowing: —Change of meaning in the terms employed 
anciently and now, whether absolutely or by relation 
to new context; the embarrassment and confusion neces- 
sarily arising from any attempt at adjusting the consoli- 
dated statutes by interpretation clauses; and also from direct or 
implied repeals, where consolidation without amendment is 
attempted. ‘The bills finally passed were fortunately for the 
amendment as well as the consolidation of the criminal law. 
Mr. Greaves’s work points out in every case the alterations 
which have been made, and in his Introduction he calls atten- 
tion to certain changes which he conceives to be deserving 
of especial notice. The work having already gone through one 
edition, the author has added to what he formerly did little 
more than a few notes, by way of answer to objections and 
doubts raised by other text writers against some of the enact- 
ments contained in these statutes, the whole of which Mr. 
Greaves evidently considers to be under his especial protection. 
There is certainly no lawyer living who is more competent 
than Mr, Greaves to edit these statutes, and that he has per- 
formed his task satisfactorily is only what might have been 
fairly expected; but if the preface to his second edition were 
somewhat more courteous to other writers, as well as less ego- 
tistical in its tone, less fault could be found with it. Mr. 
Greaves naturally exults in the fact that the Acts have stood 
the test of the winter and spring assizes, as well as two quarter 
sessions, with complete success, no point having been 
or even taken upon their construction; and he ought to rest 
satisfied with this silent testimony to the completeness of what 
everybody admits to be, to a large extent, his workmanship. 

On one subject which has attracted considerable attention 
of late years, though not so much as it deserves, Mr. Greaves 
will be allowed as an authority. He insists strongly upon the 
importance of having some official body, not only to call the 
attention of either House of Parliament to the legal effect of 
each bill on its passage through, but also to see that it is in 
proper form and language for effecting its proposed object. 
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We have from time to time noticed various suggestions for 
supplying this desideratum. Mr. Coode is of opinion that a 
‘ingle officer, with the help of clerks, would be sufficient for 
his purpose, but Mr. Greaves’s scheme requires a board of 
awyers, and is altogether of a very much more ambitious 

4 character. He thus describes the constitution and functions 
f the board: — 


“Tts members ought to consist of men of the greatest ability 
aid largest practical experience that could be induced to accept 
tle office. They ought to be required to devote substantially 
tieir whole time to their duties, and their salaries ought to be 
a least equal to those of the common law judges. No one 
tlinks that a judge is overpaid for the duties he discharges, 
aid [ venture to think that the benefit reaped by the commu- 
nty at large from the labours of each member of such a board 
would be at least equal to the benefit derived from the labours 
of a single judge, and in saying this I must by no means be 
uiderstood to undervalue the benefit conferred by any judge, 

“Then the members of such a board ought to be selected 
fom the different branches of the profession. Acts of Parlia- 
nent embrace the subjects that fall within all those branches, 
ard it not unfrequently happens that a single Act embraces 
mitters within all these branches, and such Acts ought to be 
setled, if not drawn, by those peculiarly conversant with each 
of ‘hose branches. Nor can it be doubted that the views of 
thae who have had large experience in one branch would 
oftm afford material assistance on questions arising in other 
braiches, or that the combined wisdoin and experience of such 
mer would in all probability lead to the production of excel- 
lent Acts of Parliament. 

“No doubt it is impossible, before the experiment has been 
trie to fix with certainty the number of which such a board 
ouglt to consist; but I venture to think that it would be found 
thatit ought not to be less than five. The number of bills 
that vass a second reading is so large, and the urgency towards 
the eid of a session is so great, that a smaller board would 
probaly be found insufficient. 

“T appears to me also that the president of the board ought 
to bea member of the House of Lords, and that another 
memtler of the board ought to be a member of the House of 
Comnons ez officio, The reason for these suggestions are, 
that itis highly expedient that some one thoroughly conversant 
with ach bill should be able in any discussion in either House 
to ansver objections to it, to explain any clause that may be 
called in question, or to show that any amendment is uncalled 
for or sbjectionable. One of the great causes of the bad legis- 
lation of the present day is that each bill is drawn by a gentle- 
man wio never has an opportunity of supporting it in either 
House, and although the peer or member who has charge of 
the bill may know its general bearings, he rarely is familiar 
enough with its details to be able to deal satisfactorily with 
questions unexpectedly raised as to them, Again, it is highly 
expedient that the bills for the amendment of the law should 
be in charge of a member unconnected with the ministry for 
the time being. Such bills are in no sense party measures, and 
though they ought to be supported by the Government, they 
ought not to be dropped when a change of ministry takes 
place, but they ought to be steadily and regularly proceeded 
with, The Lord Chancellor and the law officers of the Crown 
have more than enough on their hands, and wonld find it a 
great relisf to be freed from the charge of such bills altogether. 
Lastly, there is nothing that facilitates the passing of a bill 
more than free communication with the members who may 
have objestions to urge against it, or amendments to propose, 
and it cannot be doubted but that. member of either House 
would have much freer communication with the other members 
than any one who was not a member. 

“ As to the duties of the board, Every bill that had reached 
a certain stage in the House in which it was introduced should 
be transmitted to the board. It should be their duty to exa- 
mine it, and to report to the House as to the alterations it 
made in the law, as to its object and effect, and especially to 
point out any defects and imperfections in it, and the board 
should be at liberty to reframe any part of the bill in order to 
make it more perfect. All these things should, however, be 
done merely by way of suggestion for the consideration and 
approval of the House. In some stages of bills at present the 
amendments intended to be d are printed. In all such 
cases the amendments should be submitted to the board, and 
they should deal with them in the same way as with the bill. 

“The board should have power to draw up rules as to the 
pos uisites of all bills subject to the approval of each 
ouse, and these rules, when approved, should be binding on 





all framers of bills. For instance, rules might well be laid 
down as to specifying the territorial extent of each bill, as to 
the manner of repeals, as to the user of particular expressions, 
and so forth. 

‘* Any member should be at liberty to require the board to 
draw or settle any bill for him. In such a case the board 
should be at liberty to point out to the member any objections 
to the bill, but they should nevertheless be bound to frame the 
bill in the best manner to effectuate his deliberate intentions, 
leaving their objections to be dealt with by the House itself. 
For this purpose the board should be entitled to have the assis- 
tance of any draftsman they required. This provision would 
probably soon lead to all bills bronght in by independent mem- 
bers being framed by the board; for such members would per- 
ceive that a bill so framed would in its framework and details 
come before the House with the sanction of the board, and the 
principle and provisions of the bill would be all that remained 
for diseussion. It is obvious that if such were the effect, there 
would be a great step gained towards uniformity in the lan- 
guage and provisions in all such Acts. 

“ Either House should be at liberty to direct the board to 
frame any clauses to carry out any resolution that might have 
been adopted by the House, or to consider and report upon any 
subject the House ‘might think fit to refer to it. 

“Such appear to me to be the principal duties to be per- 
formed by the board, and I cannot doubt that the re 
as the counsellor and adviser of the House, in suggesting 
pointing out the advantages of, or the objections to, bills, and in 
aiding and rendering them as perfect as possible, would pro- 
duce the most beneficial results. ‘Their known experience and 
acquirements would induce independent members freely to 
resort to them for information and assistance, and their recota- 
mendations would carry with them all the weight to which 
they were entitled from the known ability and learning of the 
board, and from their standing in a perfectly impartial position 
as the advisers of the Houses. 

“ Then it should be their duty to prepare a number of bills 
every year for the amendment of the statute law. These bills 
should be prepared on the plan I have pointed out as the best, 
and the board might devote the time during which Parliament 
was not sitting to their preparation. A sufficient nuinber 
should always be ready to be introduced at the earliest period 
in each session, by which means no opportunity would be lost 
of passing them through Parliament, 

“ The board should also keep its eyes on the 
the courts of law and passing events of the day, and if cases 
were to occur which pluinly called for any amendment of the 
law, they should havea bill ready as soon as Parliament met 
to apply the remedy.” 

“ As to private bills, although the time of the board would 
be too fully occupied to enable them to superintend the frame 
and wording of local or private bills, yet they might at least 
so far overlook such bills as to prevent the in of 
clauses which improperly affect the community at large.” 

We have given Mr. Greaves’ scheme at length, as it has the 
merit of being definite and apparently practicable, and also 
because any suggestion coming from him on this subject is de- 
serving of attention. 


& 
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THE RIGHT TO TAKE AND USE SURNAMES 
WITHOUT ROYAL LICENCE. 

Last week Mr. Roebuck brought before the House of 
Commons the subject of tho assumption of surnames. It was 
stated that a gentleman named Jones had assumed the name 
of Herbert without Royal licence; that on that ground the 
Lord Chamberlain had refused to sanction his presentation at 
Court; that the authorities at the Horse Guards had refused 
him a commission in the militia, and that the Lord Chancellor 
had declined to place him in the commission of the peace. 
Some friends of Mr. Jones have taken up the question on his 
behalf, and have published the following summary of legal 
authorities bearing upon the subject— 

“Names,” it is said, distinguish persons, but the late Bishop 
Copleston was accustomed to say, that Jones was so common @ 
name in re that it Loring po no one, Bay law, how- 
ever, its the assumption of any surnam 
may, Pf his own will, p asad his fo Sir or Tekyil 
(Master of the Rolls, a.p. 1730) said, “surnames aro not of 
very great antiquity, for, in ancient times, the ions of 
persons were by their Christian names, and the of their 
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habitation, as, ‘Thomas of Dale,’ the place where he lived. 
I am satisfied the usage of passing Acts of Parliament for the 
taking upon one a surname is but modern, and that any one 
may take upon him what surname, and as many surnames as 
he pleases, without an Act of Parliament:”’ Barlow v. Bateman 
3 P. W. 65. The decree made in this case was reversed in 
the House of Lords [4 Bro. Par, Cases, 194], but the reversal 
did not touch this point. 

Lord Tenterden (sitting with Bayley, Holroyd, and Best, 
A.D, 1822) delivered the opinion of the Court in the case of 
Luscombe v. Yates, 5 B. & Ald. 555, where certain parties 
were directed to bear the name of ‘“ Luscombe,” and. said, 
“What sense and meaning ought, in the legal construction 
of this proviso, to be put upon the words ‘not bearing the 
surname of Luscombe ;’ whether a bearing of that name 
de facto be sufficient, or whether it is requisite that it should 
be borne by authority of an Act of Parliament or other special 
authority ? If the testator had clearly intended the bearing 
of this name by virtue of some particular authority, it. would 
have been very easy to have expressed that intention. He 
might have said ‘ not bearing the name by virtue of an Act of 
Parliament or some other authority as effectual,’ according to 
the expressions used in another part of the proviso; or, he 
might in some way have referred to that part of the proviso by 
saying, ‘not bearing the name as hereinafter mentioned.’ 
Whereas nothing of this kind occurs in this part of the will, 
but the words are general and simple—‘ not bearing the name 
of Luscombe.’ So that if any qualification is to be introduced 
it can only be done by the addition of some other words, and 
such addition must be made by implication or intendment. 
But we think we ought not to make this addition for two 
reasons :—First, because the effect of this clause is to defeat 
and divest an estate actually vested ; and secondly, because 
such an implication or intendment is not necessary to effect the 
general object and intention of the testator. For a name 
assumed by the voluntary act of a young man at his outset 
into life, adopted by all who know him—and by which he is 
constantly called—becomes for all p that occur to my 
mind, as much and effectually Ais name as if he had obtained 
an Act of Parliament to confer it upon him. We would not 
be understood to say, that where a testator expressly requires 
@ name to be taken by an Act of Parliament or other specified 
mode—any mode falling short of the specified mode may be 
substituted for it; or to say, that under this particular willa 
voluntary assumption of the name after the party became 
possessed of the estate, would be sufficient. All we mean is 
this—that as the testator has annexed no express qualification 
to the words ‘ bearing the surname of Luscombe,’ and the word 
is not used in this will to denote a name inherited from the 
father, a ‘ bearing’ de facto, though by voluntary assumption, 
is sufficient to satisfy the general and ordinary meaning of the 
words ‘bearing the surname.’”’ This case is remarkable, 
inasmuch as the testator directed that a certain designated 
person should within three years after coming into possession of 
the property, change his name into Luscombe by “ Act of 
Parliament, or some other efiectual way for that purpose.” 
The name being changed previously to the limitation to him 
taking effect, by the voluntary assumption of the name, was 
held to be a sufficient, “ bearing of the name,’ but the voluntary 
assumption of the name might have been insufficient if it had 
been made after he had come into possession of the estate—for 
it must then have been adopted with “ the authority of an Act 
of Parliament, or some other effectual way for that purpose.” 
according to the conditional terms of the donation. What 
would have been “some other effectual way for that purpose,” 
if so aftertaken was not decided. 

When a name is taken, and there is superadded the forma- 
lity of a Royal licence or Act of Parliament, the licence or the 
Act does not give the name. “An Act of Parliament,” said 
Lord Eldon, “giving a new name does not take away the for- 
mer name:—a legacy given by that name could be taken. In 
most of the Acts of Parliament for this purpose there is a 
special proviso to prevent the loss of the former name, The 
King’s licence is nothing more than permission to take thename 
and does not give it. A name taken that way is by voluntary 
assumption ”: Leigh v. Leigh, 15 Ves. 100. 

Chief Justice Tindai (1835) in the last case of a writ of right, 
said :—* It has more than once been asked by a learned gentle- 
man of the grand assizes, whether the name has been changed 
in the way which the law prescribes. In this will the condition 
is that Mr. Lowndes changes his name to It appears 
that at first he retained the name of Lowndes while the receiver- 
ship was going on, and that afterwards he took the name of 
Selby in addition to the other; and I am not prepared to say 





that that was not changing his name; but, at all events, hr 
afterwards changed it entirely, and ieft out the name of Lowndes 
There is nothing in the will that purports that the condition s 
to be executed in a very limited or precise time: therefor 
though he took it a little later, and though, in some particul¢r 
acts, he might use the other name, it would not at all interfer 
with the general act of changing his name. And there is 10% 
necessity for any application for a royal sign manual to change 
the name. It is a mode which persons often have recourse :o 
because it gives a greater sanction to it, and makes it mae 
notorious; but a man may, if he pleases, and it is not for aay 
fraudulent purpose, take a name, and work his way in tie 
world with his new name as well as he can.”—Davies v. 
Lowndes, 1 Bing. N. C. 618. 

In the case of Ex parte Edward Bryan Jones, in the yar 
1853, in the Court of Exchequer, counsel moved that the al- 
ditional name of Bryan to that of Jones should be enteredon 
the roll of the attorneys of the court, property having been bft 
to Jones, with the request that he shovld take the name of 
Bryan in addition to that of Jones, and that he had so dame, 
but that he had not done so by Royai license, The Cort 
ordered the name of Byran to be added to the name on he 


Il. 

The Lord Chancellor would no doubt act in the same nan- 
ner as regards changes of names of magistrates in the om- 
mission of the peace of any county. He would be guidec by 
the law, and would add the new name to the commission. 

There is no penalty on any man if he changes his name,and 
his real name is that which he openly uses, not using it em- 
porarily or for a fraudulent purpose. 

The conclusions from the above decisions of the judge: are 
these: 

1, Any person may take any surname, and the law ncog- 
nises the new name when assumed publicly and bond fide: 
Chief Justice Tindal, 1 Bing. N. C. 618, &c. 

2. That no Act of Parliament, or Royal licence, is neeced in 
order to sanction a change of name, unless the new name is di- 
rected by the donor of land, or money, to be assumed Sy the 
donee, with such or some other particular sanction, and sibject 
to the forfeiture of the donation if the name should notbe as- 
sumed in the manner directed by the terms of such condtional 
donation. [Lord Chief Justice Tenterden, 5 B. & Ald 555.) 

3. That when a name is assumed by Royal licences, it is 
so assumed by the act of the person taking the nane, and 
the name is not conferred by the licence. [Lord Eldon, 15 Ves. 
100. 

4. Jat the effect of a Royal licence is merely to give publi- 
city or notoriety to the change of name, [Chief Justice Tindal, 
1 Bing. N.C. 618.] 

5. That when by any Act of Parliament judges have the con- 
trol of a particular roll of names, they will on a change of name 
direct the new name to be added to the roll, though such name 
has been assumed without a Royal licence, and by the mere act 
of the person whose name is on the roll. 

As respects titles, it has been held that in all cases of 
reputation there ought to be some foundation for reputation, and 
that “since honours are conferred by none but the King, there 
can be no foundation for a reputation to be a knight.’ [Lord 
Raymond's Reports, 304.] 

It has been imagined that persons are not receivableat Court 
if their names are changed without a Royal licence, There is 
nothing to sustain so very foolish an opinion, All public 
functionaries are obedient to the law, and no Lord Chamberlain 
would be permitted to establish a rule contradictory of what 
the judges lave declared to be acts authorised by law. 

Sometimes a supposed head of a family is applied to by 
some supposed relative for leave to adopt his family name; 
but it is a mere idle form. The late Mr. Sidney Herbert, M.P., 
is reported to have said:—“ He could oppose no impediment 
to the assumption of his family name, but that he hoped it was 
not the intention of all persons of the name of Jones in Wales 
to become Herberts,” 

In some trades the change of a surname is essentially neces- 

to success. A man of the name of Catt opened a butcher’s 
shop, and the joke of “ Catt’s meat” became so prejudicial and 
annoying to him that he adopted a name more favourable to 
his business than his ancient family name, though his family 
name had the merit of being remarkably distinctive. He 
changed his surname without Royal permission; and this he 
did lawfully, for the law respecting names affects all classes 
of persons alike. A tradesman has the same right to change 
his name as an esquire. 

When Jews profess Christianity a change of surname is con- 
stantly made. Mr. Abraham Secames sometimes Beakeat; 
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Baruch becomes Barrow; Solomon becomes Sloman; and 
D’Israeli, with the aid of a “ De,” has become a sufliciently 
civilised personal designation. Whether any of this race have 
affiliated themselves on any of the distinguished Celtic tribes— 
though by marriage they have been allied to them—is very 
doubtfal. The promotion of Christianity by such changes of 
name certainly ought not to be checked by any rules of a 
Lord Chamberlain, if any such rules exist; nor would it be 
wise, at any time, to check these changes, leading towards a 
new religious profession, by asking such gentlemen what were 
their family names when their ancestors left Jerusalem? 

The following have been the decisions of eminent judges of 
courts of law, respecting the change of surnames :— 

1. That any person may take any surname, and the law 
recognises the new name when assumed publicly, and bond 
fide. [Chief Justice Tindal—1 Bing. N. C. 618.] 

2, That no Act of Parliament, or Royal licence, is needed in 
order to sanction a change of name, unless a new name is 
directed by a donor of land, or money, to be assumed by the 
donee, with such or some other particular sanction, and sub- 
jected to the forfeiture of the donation if the name should not 
be assumed in the manner directed by the terms of such con- 
ditional donation. [Lord Chief Justice Tenterden—5 B. & 
Ald. 555.] 

8. That when a name is assumed by Royal licence, it is so 
assumed by the act of the person taking the name, and the 
name is not conferred by the licence. [Lord Eldon—15 
Ves. 100.] 

4. That the effect of a = licence is merely to give pub- 
licity or notoriety to the change of name. [Chief Justice 
Tindal—1 Bing. Nc. 618.] 

5. That when, by any Act of Parliament, judges have the 
control of a particular roll of names, they will, on a change 
of name, direct the new name to be added to the roll, though 
such name has been assumed without a Royal licence, and by 
the mere act of the person whose name is on the roll. 

There is no special law governing surnames. ll persons 
of all degrees may change their surnames when they please. 
Asking for the licence of the Crown to change a name is a 
modern practice. It is a voluntary intrusion, which is simply 
to be well paid for. 

Mr. Roebuck again brought the subject before the House on 
Thursday. He said that the rule of law was that every man 
in this country has the right to take what name he pleases, for 
which he quoted several of the above mentioned authorities. 
Sir G. Grey in reply said that there is no doubt that a gentle- 
man may change his name, and if the change is permanent and 
is sanctioned by the usage for such a length of time as to give 
ft a permanent character, may receive a commission in his new 
name. The law is as stated by Mr. Roebuck, and a bond fide 
change of name, intended to be permanent, and sanctioned by 
public notice and some usage, is as valid as a change made 
under the authority of a license from the Crown. 


>. 
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MR. EDWIN JAMES AND THE NEW YORK BAR. 


We take the following from a recent number of the New 
York World :-— 


A largely attended meeting of the Bar of New York was 
held on the 17th ult. at the Astor House, for the purpose of 
giving Mr. Edwin James an opportunity to vindicate himself 
from the charges made against him for unprofessional conduct 
at the English Bar, and having especial reference to the action 
taken by the New York Law Institute through a committee 
consisting of Daniel Lord, Murray Hoffman, W. C. Noyes, 
Charles Edwards, and Henry A. Cram, who have reported ad- 
versely to Mr. James. 

Mr. ¥ W. ALLEN aoe se meeting “1 mer and “ws 
H rewater was appointed chairman, and in a few remar 
rere See Mr. James. ‘ 

Mr. James said it was the first time that he had had the 
honour to appear before any meeting of American gentlemen. 
He came to give, in the most open manner, any explanation 
which one honourable gentleman couid ask of another, as to 
the infamous libels which had cruelly pursued him. He arrived 
in this country in August last. It was known in England 
ne bs bianden an nae We aes . It appeared in the 
public jo that he was about seeking honourable practice 
where he should receive more generosity and more li ity 








than in that land where the shadow of aristocracy frowns upon 
any man who dares to be independent. (Applause.) It ap- 
peared in the public journals that at the proper period he 
should apply for admission to the bar of the city and state of 
New York, and he remained there studying the Constitution, 
and on November 5 was admitted by the Supreme Court of the 
State a member of the bar of the State of New York. (Applause) 
It had come to his knowledge, on the evening of the day of 
his admission that two gentlemen had endeavoured to insert 
in the public journais a protest against his admission; but, as 
the names of his assailants were not given, he could take no 
notice of the matter. No man could deal with the dark 
assassins of his reputation. (Applause.) He had since learned 
that those two assailants were part of the committee of five 
who had assailed him. But he had told his informant that he 
would wait two weeks before enrolling his name, and if his 
accusers wished they could appear before the Court and state 
the reasons why he should not be admitted. He waited two 
weeks and no one appeared against him. These attacks upon 
him had been dark and insidious, and came from the other 
side, and he traced them to an English gentleman, enjoying our 
hospitality like himself, Mr. Charles Edwards, who was at the 
bottom of them. (Applause, hisses, and confusion.) He was 
here to attack no individual, and for no purpose of personal 
vituperation. He should refer to his case only with a view to 
sustain his own honesty, honour, and dignity. His admission to 
the bar was completed on the 23rd of November, and he ap- 
peared in court shortly afterwards. In February of this year 
he was admitted to practise in the United States courts, and 
had occasion for thankfulness to his friend Charles S. Spencer, 
Esq., for his kindly offices. On the 14th of February he re- 
ceived the letter which had already been published—the letter 
from a high-minded, honourable gentleman (Judge Edmonds), 
who was ashamed -that such a course had been adopted to- 
wards him (Mr. James), who had not done any wrong since he 
had been here, (Applause) The result of the correspondence 
was satisfactory to Judge Edmonds, and he (Mr. James) 
supposed that there the attacks would cease. He was as- 
tonished, therefore, at receiving the letter from the Law 
Institute which had been already published. Thus, six months 
after he was admitted to practice he was called to answer to 
defamatory charges and libels written in the Law Magazine of 
England, by a personal enemy, who was striving for the place 
he had left. ‘Tou this day, he was ignorant ot the charges 
which had been laid before the court by the Law Institute. 
Was that to be allowed in this free country ? Should a man 
be kept in ignorance of the charges made against him? 
(Cries of No, No, and applause.) His opinion of the English 
Government's conduct in the Trent affair had been widely 
denounced by the English legal press, and had caused the 
bitter animosity which had been aroused against him. He still 
held to his opinion regarding the conduct of England in that 
affair. (Great applause.) What would have been the manl: 
and straightforward course for his accusers totake? He 
nothing to do with any self-constituted tribunal. —— 
He answered no inquisitorial or irresponsible body. . 
had been invited to attend. 
A voice.) “ Mr. Lord is here.” 
r. JamEs.—I am delighted to hear it, and I am now ready 
to answer all questions that he may put to me, 
Cries for “Lord,” “Tracey,” “Edwards,” resounded 
through the room, but none of these gentlemen answered. 
Judge McoCunn.—They ain't manly enough to come for- 
ward; they sneak out ! 
Cries of “ Order !” “ Order !” 
Mr. James.—Let them speak now, or ever after hold 
their peace. He wanted to meet his accusers in public. Three 
i papers, that were presented in his absence, 
constituted the features of the charges which had been brought 
against him. First, that he became involved with the son of a 
noble lord in pecuniary transactions, That was trae. But 
they were purely personal and private transactions, which did 
not interfere with his right, or capacity, or character as & law- 
yer—nothing to do with his position at the bar. He and that 
noble lord had been intimate friends, members of the same 
House of Commons and of the same club, He was told that 
this cabal which pursued him had referred to this case to his 
dishonour; but what more could he have doue? He had given 
his all in satisfaction of the debt as far as he was able, every- 
thing, even to his library and family plate and 


that had been ted to him. He yielded up everything he 
had to give. Instead of being a “ fugitive insolvent” he ‘ 
before leaving, called every one of his creditors together and 
told them of his plans, and they had all not only consented to 
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his leaving, but he had letters from several wishing him success 
and prosperity. It was not true that he was a fugitive in- 
solvent. But an article in a morning paper asked, “ What did 
he leave for?” [Here Mr. James evinced great emotion.] 
He would tell them. It is painful to look back upon one's 
ruin. He represented, and had the confidence of, the second 
largest constituency in England—that of Marylebone. He 
had worked his way to the bar by honour and independence. 
The judges disliked him because he was not servile and sub- 
servient, and he was told that in the course he took in the 
Bernard case, where he bearded them, and told them they were 
trying a man upon mnds that were illegal and uncon- 
stitutional, he would be made to suffer. He represented a large 
constituency. They were aware that that relic of barbarism, 
imprisonment for debt, still existed in England. A member of 
Parliament was exempt; but he addressed a letter to his 
constituents, telling them that he would scorn to represent 
them for such protection. He called his creditors together 
and arranged with them, and he had a letter in his possession 
signed by every one of them. It was not his creditors, but a 
cabal, that had circulated these reports against him. He had 
the sanction of every one of his creditors for the course he had 
adopted. He had no means in the world, but a lady, who had 
been attached to him for years, who knew his position, declared 
to him for the first time that her heart had been his, and placed 
an independent fortune, not at his disposal, but to be shared 
with him. (Applause) But it was said that he had been 
guilty of conduct at the bar unworthy a member of the pro- 
fession, in relation to his borrowing money of a Mr. Ingram, 
who was defendant in a suit in which he was counsel for the 
plaintiff. This was one of the libels in the magazine which 
Mr. Lord had thought proper to lay before the Court. 
Mr. Ingram was a member of Parliament for Boston, and sat 
in the House at the same time with himself. He (Mr. James), 
was retained as counsel in a suit brought by Mr. Scully, a 
member for Cork, who charged that Ingram had misrepresented 
to the late Mr. John Sadlier to the extent of £6,000. He 
(Mr. James) succeeded in the case, and obtained for Mr. 
Scully a verdict of £300. That was in February, 1859. 
A new trial was ordered, which took in the regular practice 
about a year to reach. In the meantime, in March, he 
(Mr. James) was a candidate for the large borough of Maryle- 
bone. Election contests in England were an expensive luxury. 
(Great laughter.) He did not know what they were here, and 
probably never should, if his friend Mr. Lord should ever 
succeed in expatriating him. (Laughter). It was known that 
his expenses had been extremely heavy. Ingram was a 
member of his committee, was a constituent, and resided in the 
vicinity, and was one of five gentlemen—three of them members 
of Parliament— who agreed to assist him to the loan of 
£5,000—£1,000 each. He defeated, by several thousands, the 
government nominee, and John Russell's nephew. 
(Applause). They never forgave him that to the hour 
he ieft E was at one time a Whig, but 
found that the Whigs were the cold aristocracy, that 
@ man was @ relative of some mushroom peer, 
he did not stand @ chance. ( mse.) These five 
friends did subscribe their £1,000 each, and after consulting 
with a member of the House of Commons, whether it would 
be proper for him to take the loan from Ingram under the cir- 
cumstances, he took it. Not a word ever passed the lips of 
gy eg trae ay rat ames) was counsel and 
Mr. Ingram defendant. Mr. Ingram was unfortunately 
drowned in this country in 1860. And six months after his 
death, when the probate of his will was taken out, the acknow- 
ledgment of the debt was discovered. All the other subscribers 
were paid. His client, Mr. Scully, never doubted that he did 
his duty in the case. This case came up for a second trial in 
the following February, and he opened the case against Ingram. 
His defamers had suppressed the verbatim report of his speech, 
in which he Ingram with defrauding the plaintiff of 
£3,500, The case was referred, and he got a verdict for Mr. 
Scully of £3,500. The suit cost Mr. Ingram £10,000, and 
Mr. Scull y personally thanked him (Mr. James) for his efforts. 
His client did not complain, but the cabal did. They little 
knew here what a young struggling man had to contend with 
in England. They had executions in the houses of judges and 
lord chancellors, but when a man has obtained his position he 
was scatheless, but one struggled for position against fearful 
odds. He was ready to answer any of the gentlemen present, 





from the same cowardly source — England. eel Covi 
Emmett was a greater man but not more 

self. There were at that time Daniel Lewde ts at the bottom of 
the persecution. Emmett lived to make Chancellor Kent re- 
gret that he had opposed him. He made the Daniel Lords of 
that day cower before him. (Applause.) It appears there 
was a second Daniel come to judgment. ( Emmett 
lived, as he hoped to live, to obtain the verdict of their good 
opinion, and to change even narrow professional oe 
esteem and regard. (Great applause, during which 

sat down.) 

ae resolution, offered by John H. White, was 
ado} 

“ Resolved, That Mr. Edwin ere shaving been duly admitted 
to practice during the opening of the November Term, 1861, 
of the Supreme Court, and having since that time been an 
active practitioner in our several judicial tribunals, has con- 
ducted himself as a high-minded and honourable member of 
the profession, and has earned our respect and esteem for his 
distinguished learning, fairness, and courtesy, as a lawyer and 
@ man,” 

Speeches were made by Messrs. Lowrey, Levi S. Chatfield, 
Shepherd, Malcolm, Campbell, Sherwood, and Judge Hearne. 

The following resolution, offered by Mr. Chatfield, was 
unanimously adopted :— 

Resolved, “ That although no explanation from Mr. James 
were necessary, still the pe sctinede w having been ao a 
eminently satisfactory, and need no further inquiry at 
hands of the Court or Bar.” 


A resolution was ad deprecating the Committee of 
the Law Institute, and the meeting dispersed after three cheers 
for Mr. James, 


”s 


Law Sturents’ Gournal. 





TRINITY TERM, 1962. 


At the public examination of the Students of the Inns of 
Court, held at Lincoln’s Inn Hall, on the 23rd, 24th, and 26th 


days of May, 1862, the Council of Education awarded 
to John Forbes, Esq., a yng of fifty guineas per annum, 
to continue for a period of three years; "0 William Mitchell 


Fawcett, Esq., Sheldon Amos, Esq., and Charles Frederick 
Bockett, Esq., certificates of honour of the first class; and to 
Edgar Hyde, Esq., Edmd. Russell Roberts, Esq, John J. 


Elmes, Esq., James Thomas Foard, Esq., Swinton Henry 
Boult, Esq., Thomas L. Murray Browne, Marwood 
Tucker, Esq., George Brown, Esq., George Moody, Esq., 


Thomas Henry James, Esq., James H. Spring Branson, 
Henry Fawcett, Esq., William Alexander Long, Eaq..' | William 
Thirlwall Bayne, Esq., Alexander Oliver, oe 

Cecil Raikes, Esq., certificates that they have 

passed a public examination. 


> 
+> 


Admission of Attorneys. 


Queen's Bench, 


APPLICATIONS TO TAKE OUT OR RENEW 
ATTORNEYS’ CERTIFICATES. 


June 18, 1862, 


Arundell, Charles Francis, 60, agp 0 Grosvenor-square ; 
Queen’s Prison, Surrey; and 3, Cork- street, Burlington- 
gardens. 

Ashley, Alfred, 3 Richmond-road, Dalston. 

Bollyse, Jos. Hayward, Blandford Forum, Dorset. 

Clarke, Alexander Henry, 29 Coleman-street, City; and 18, 


remy ewe se cae 

Crosse, Thomas Neufville, 24, Welbeck-street, Cavendish- 
square; Virginia, United States; and 4, Holles-street. 

Dry, James, 10, Guildford-street, Russell-square; Auckland, 
New Zealand; Sydney, New South Wales; on the High 
Seas; and visiting Friends at various places in England, 

Field, Basil, Squire’s Mount, Hampetad and a 
Finch, Richard, Preston, Lancaster; 

Francis, Henry James i, Lnelabinndean ite are Me 

Goodday, ‘m., Paris; 2, Bury-place; nM, - 
ford-street, Bloomsbury-square. 
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Hewitt, Thomas, 62, Stanley-street, Eccleston-square. 

Hindmarsh, James Illingworth, 4, Bridge-street, Westminster; 
7 Crescent, Jewin-street, Cripplegate ; Whitby ; and 53, 
Acton-street, Gray’ s-inn-road. 

Jones, Thomas, Cheltenham. 

Jones, Thomas Wyndham, Nantwich, Chester. 

Kempson, Edward Fleetwood, Launceston, Cornwall; Cardiff, 
Glamorgan; and 61, Ebury-street. 

Miller, W loughiby, Tregaron, Cardigan 

Molecey, John Molecey Twigge, New Si Sleaford, Lincoln. 

Monckton, William Charles, St. Mary Bourne, Hants; and 19, 
Ampton-st, Gray’ s-inn-road. 

Pullen, John, 11, Adam-st, Adelphi ; Swithin’s-lane; and 
Lloyd-square, Pentonville. 

Rammell, Harvey, 52, Upper Berkely-street ; and 89, Char- 
lotte-street, Fi itzroy-square. 

Russell, Launeelot, Blyth, Nottingham; and 5, Upper Albany- 
street, Regent’s-park. 

Lapa Richard, St. Columb, Cornwall; and 4, Henrietta- 


y— 
> 


Public Companies. 


eesti 


BILLS IN PARLIAMENT 
For THE Formation or New Lives oF RaILway IN 
ENGLAND AND WALES, 
The following Bills have been read a third time and passed 
in the House of Commons :— 


BroMLey anv St. Mary’s Cray. 

Burton-upon-TRENT. 

CHESHIRE JUNCTION. 

Great Western, HEREFoRD, Ross aND GLOUCESTER, AND 
Ey VALLey. 

Horsnam, Dorkine, AND LEATHERHEAD, 

LLANIDLOES AND Newtown. 

METROPOLITAN AND THAMES VALLEY. 

Mip-Waes, MANCHESTER AND MILFERD. 

SEVENOAKS. 

WaLMER AND DEAL, (Extension from London, Chatham, and 
Dover). 

WELLINGTON AND CHESHIRE. 

WELtIncton, DrarTon, anD NewcastT Le. 

West Mipuaxp anp Srvern VALLEY. 

West Rivine, Hui, anp Grimssy. 





tment ppebmrevaneinre 


Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTH. 
STONE—On ee 29, at Ryde, the wife of yea Stone, Esq., of the Inner 
Temple, Barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
MARRIAGES, 


BELOUD—RAWLINGS—On May 29, Léon Francisque oes. of Valen- 
ciennes and Treforest, cw ap daughter of the late B. W. Rawlings, 


st, Bed 
SKIPPER DIGBY On May 21, ‘Charles Philip Sk , Esq., of Halstead, 
Essex, solicitor, to Emily, daughter of G. . Digby, Esq., of Maldon. 


DEATHS. 
BRIDGE—On June 1, Annie Louisa, the eldest child of John Bridge, Esq., 
law, aged four years and three months. 


Barrister-at- 
HURST—On May 21, Thomas Hurst, Esq., aged 79, clerk to Lincoln’s-inn 


STONE On May 30, at Ryde, Ethel, infant hter pa ne Stone, 
Esq., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-law, one da: 


—_—_———~——_—— 
London Gazettes. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Farivar, May 30, 1862. 
Holland, Charles Aihin, & Charles Green, Attorneys and Satiekiees, Heth 
wich, Cheshire (Holland & Green). By m consent. 
King, Thomas, & John Colbatch Onions, 1h Storneye-at-Law and 
Brighton and Lewes (King & Onion). By mutual consent, April 25, 
Torspay, June 3, 1862, 
bas Samuel, & William Alder, Attorneys, Solicitors, and Proctors, 
Wells, Somersetshire (Hobbs & Alder), utually, May 28, 


@Mindings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Farmar, May 30, 1862. 
Ustimirep in CHancerry. 

Pontnew: rnemien e winding up, presented May 20, will be 
beard lore the Master the Rolls on dune 14, White & & Song, 11 
ee Fie ie hclcts tor tae poutioner, 





Luatep mt BANKRUPTCY. 


Asphaltum Company (Limited).—Petition to wind up, presented, will be 
heard before Com. Fane, on June 25 at 11, at Basinghall-st. 


TusspayY, June 3, 1862. 
Unurmirep in CHANCERY. 
National Alliance Assurance Company (Registered).— Vice-Chancellor 
Wood will, on June 10 at 1, pn to make a call on contributories of 
the company, for 12s, 6d. per share. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fawwar, May 30, 1862. 

Billett, John, Highfield Lodge, Ratemee Ville, near .Purbrook, Hants 
Een. July}. Sola Hellard & Son, Portsmouth. ‘ 

Bowater, Sir Edward, Michmond-perk, Mears K.C.H. July }, 
Farrer, Ouvry, & Farrer, 66 Lincoln’s.in 

Clayton, William, Lytchett Matravers, Dorsetshire, Yeoman. July 3. 
Sols Phippard & Trevenen, Wareham, 

Dosson, George, _ Sermenty of Wi of Whitecross-st, Officer in the Debtors’ Prison 
for London, and iden-st, Bridgwater, Somersetshire, July 10, 
Sol Brice, Bridgwater, 

Neville, Jessica, formerly of High Wycombe, Bucks, afterwards of 2 Not- 
ting-hill-terrace, ~ » late of 78 Cambridge-ter, Widow. 
July 12. Sols Taylor, Hoare, & Taylor, 28 Great James-st, 

Osborn, Charles , 202 Darwin-st, Birmingham, and 12 Arnold’s- 
paragon, Francis-st, m, Surrey, Esq. July 30. Sol Chester, 
whe aes eee 


born, George Gee, 202 Darwin-st, Birmingham, Esq. July 30. Sol 
Opeten, 144 Blackfriars-rd. 

Pettman, Frederick, Sandwich, Kent, Esq. Aug 1. Sol Chamberlain, 
168 Tottenham-ct-rd, 

Ingram, Frederick, Dorchester, Solicitor. July 1. Sol Coombs, Dorches- 


ter. 
Thompson, William, 6a Waterloo-place, Pall-Mall, Westminster, Esq. 
Juiy 14. Sols Taylor, Hoare, & Taylor, 28 Gt aa eS 
Tod, Elizabeth, Ormond-villa, Weston-lane, Walcot, Bath, . July 
30. Sols Falkner & Falkner. 

Tod, Jessy, Ormond-villa, Weston-lane, Walcot, Bath, Spinster, July 30. 
Sols Falkner & Falkner. 

Turner, Mary Emma, 7 Eden-ter, Stoke Newington, Middlesex, Widow. 
July 1. Sol Pritchard, 49 Coleman-st, 

Walton, Eleanor, Brough, Westmoreland, Widow. July 11. Sol Heelis, 


Wieden, i . city of London Lying-in Hospital Middleens, Spineter. 
July 20, Sols Eyre & Lawson, 1 John-st, Bedford-row. 


TurspaY, June 3, 1862, 


Bull, Thomas, Pipe- , Bristol, Beer Retailer. July 31. Sols Wallis & 
ag Ll a 
jou omas, y on, 
tom, Middlesex, Cotton Broker. July i, Sols Thomas & 


cing-lane. 
Collis, Josiah, 48 Goorge-et, Blackiriara-et, Surqey, Gow June 14. Sais 
Lott & a, v Bow-lane, Lon: 
aaa $ Soe ‘siiga, ‘Walcot, Bath, Spinster. rope a. 
Sols Falkner vukner, 
Hide, George, St. Ives, Huntingdonshire, Stone Mason. July 1. 
Watts, St. Ives. 
Teemenen, Be Re Bolton, Grocer. July 3, Sols Evans, Son, & 
ys, Li 
Hill, Edward Robert, St. Benedict’s-st, Norwich, Merchant. July }. 
Mendham rwich. 


Sols 
Bs as. Frederick, Dorchester, Solicitor. July 1, Sol Coombs, Dencher- 


Pash, Jonas, Brightholmlee, Bradfield, Yorkshire, Wheelwright, July 
Royle be. Pernambuca, Brazil, South America, Carpenter. July 7. 
Hankinson, Manchester. 

Pio Michael, 5 Little James-st, Bedford-row, Middlesex, and Mira- 
michi, New Brunswick, Merehant. Aug !. Sot Otiver, 22 Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields, 

Sewell, John, East Tilbury, nee July 10. Sols Duncan & 
Murton, 13 Southam st, ury. 

Rev. Peay Hertford, Clerk. July 15. Sols Spence 


Skrimshire, 
& Hawks, Hertford. 

Welby, Adlard, Islington, Middlesex, Esq. Aug 12. Sols Moore & Peake, 
Sleaford, 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof, 
Renee ie 20. 068, 1862. 


Suter, saee hap — Tavern, Bethnal! Middlesex, Licen- 
ev. Bentley, V. C. Wood, 
Bott, nt, Margaret, scighford, re, Spinster. June 28, Turner v. 


Bn William, Plymouth. June 19. Price v. Harris, M. 

oungeive, Andrew, Berkeley-sq, Bristol, Esq. June 28, Walker ® 
Quance, Willig Vv. c. Rate i ee hai 
Major, gnen, Wilhen Ashbery, 


Torspar, June 3, 1862. 
Auge, Ela 1 BO Pein Sateen Tm July 3. Niblett « 
a Sen Flintshire, Gent. June 30, Attorney-General 
a 8 .R, . . 


Degting, Baterd Sines, eee and Lisntarnam Abbey, Mem 
mou duly 4. ling v. Dowling, V. O, Stuart. 
Rev. Thomas, Egremont, June 27. Harri- 
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Sisiphneats for Benest of + Creditors. 
Fray, May 30, 1862. 
Marshall, Joseph,Aston, Nottinghamshire, Miller. May 22. Sol Buttery, 
Bingham. j 
Toxspay, June 3, 1862. 


Carrie, John, Bolton, Grocer. May 5. Sols Taylor & Son, Bolton. 
May, Joseph, Lancaster, Ironmonger. May 27. Soi Sharp, Lancaster. 


Deehs registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Farnay, May 30, 1862. 
Banning, —_ Santi, Portsea, Hants, Grocer. May 27. Assign- 
ment. g May 28 
Boult, Eliseee 60 Argyle- st, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Confectioner. 
21. Conveyance. May 28. 
Brierley, dames, 1 7 os era Rochdale, Lancashire, Tea Dealer. May 24. 
“heat Walter, 265 Hesptiione rd, Middlesex, Nay 28. Assignment. 
ay Henry baggy Sof Caste. st, Southwark, Surrey, Hatter. April 


g Ma 
(eke: Frederick, 60 High-st, Wapping, Middlesex, Provision Merchant. 


May 


April 30. snes. Reg May 28 
"ee itay oe ortimer, Nottingham, Baker. May 1. Conveyance. 
o>. em Wi » Manchester. April 29. Assignment. Reg 


Hein ‘ick, Thomas, 1 Wilton-ter, ag eg Middlesex, Watch Manufac- 
turer. May 13. Assignment. Reg May 29. 

Horwell, William Fry, Bedford-st, Plymouth, Devonshire, Shoemaker. 
May 16. Composition. Reg May 27. 

I 5 William, Northampton, Baker. May 3. Assignment. Reg 


y 28.° 
Maeet Daniel Earl, 34 Ann-st, Birmingham, Auctioneer. May 22. 


ment. Reg May 26. 
“4 Richard, Bristol, Brightsmith. May 2. Assignment. 
Cae eetink: Seance, Mincing-lane, London, Merchant. 
23. Conveyance. Reg May 29 ” : nanos 
Mansell, Edward, and George Augustus Elliott, 16 Cornhill, London, 
Auctioneers. ‘May 2. Arrangement. Reg May 29. 
Matthews, hygay ~ Rae Bee, Northumberland, Plumber. May 15. 
Assignment, ay 
May, John, 4 Royal-hill, G 
Reg May ta yy reenwich, Butcher. May 5. Conveyance. 


McMillian. William, and ) m4 Robert Parry, Worcester, Hosiers. May 
8. Conveyance. Reg May 2 
Poteet, Maggs? Baconsfeld, Buckinghamshire, Ironmonger. May 7. 
y 
Bowen John, een’ Middlesex, Cheesemonger. May 27. In- 
oo als, Tunstall, Staffordshire, Grocer. May 8. Assignment. 
Peters, saggy ap mi » Long Ashton, Somersetshire, Gent. May 7. Com- 
Ramsay, Devid Allan, 3 Canal-rd, Kingsland-rd, aaa Cement 
Manufacturer. May 24. ‘Arrangement. Reg May 28 
w William, Spring Cottage, New-rd, Hammersmith, Middlesex, 
Coach Builder. April 26. Conveyance. May 23. 


As- 
Reg 
May 


Reg 
— Richard, 2 ag — Ardwick, Manchester, Grocer. 


y 3. Assignmen t. Reg May 28 
Ryder, Wensley Richmond, ‘Newcastle-under- L: es muemenene Tra- 
velling Draper. May 3. Assignment. Reg 
— Henry, Nurstead, Wilts, Gent. April a “Asignment. Reg 


Saunders, Richard, tae pcan London, Woollen Draper. May 1. 


Sharp, Hen: * wike t hag H 
ry, te eckmondwike, Birstal 
Manufacturer. May 15. ” Cemposition. eg May “eres _— 


aene » John, Eccles, Lancashire, Draper. May 1. Assignment. Reg 


Assignment. Reg 
Elizabeth ring-hill, Ni 

-y song Mary, ne , Northumberland, Spinster. May 

— Henry Thomas, Wells-next-the-Sea, Norfolk, Shipbuilder. May 


Assignment. Reg May 28. 
Villiers, William Taylor, and Joseph Newby Villiers, Woodville, Leices- 
wn mn ig 4 — 14, Assignment. May 29. 
Daniel inhope-st, Hampstead-rd, Middlesax Pianotorte 
Manufacturer. May 26. Composition. Reg May 29. 
Winch, William, Petersham, Surrey, Barge Tower. May 26. Assignment. 


Wiles. Wig loontes, ingston- 
liam, and Peter Gaskell, 157 Church-st, Seu! K 
npon-Hull, rers of Hydraulie Presses. "May 27 Assignment. 


Reg May 28. 
Torspay, June 3, 1862. 
Archer, Edward Peter, ee Suffolk, Attorney and Solicitor. 
3. Conveyance. Reg May 36. 
Barnsley, John, Buxton, Derbyshire, Grocer, 
Reg June 2. 


May 
May 13. Assignment, 


Convey- 


Boyes, William Edward, Bradworthy, Devonshire, Farmer. May 14. Con- 
veyance, Reg Ma 
Brier, Jonathan, Sidsti Hall, near Halifax, Brickmaker, May 6. Con- 


oul in iar 

rocer, 5. ba mag An § May 30. 

Dutfield, Thomas, Old ‘ 
Ree } yea Innkeeper. May 7. As- 
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Dasiess, John Joseph, 3 ‘Cresent! pl, Ply neeth, “Sehiodiannster May (7. 
Conveyance. Reg May 30. 

Green, Thomas, and William Green, Over Darwen and Whitworth, Manu- 
facturers May 22. Assignment. Reg June 2, 

Green, William Thomas Panter, Kettering, Currier. 
ance. Reg June 2. 

Grove, Joseph, Bromsgrove, Grocer. May 3t. Assignment. Reg June 2. 

Houston, James, and Ann Houston, 166 City-rd, Middlesex, and 1 Leo- 
nard’s-sq, Middlesex, Box Makers and Coffee-house Keepers. May 3. 
Assignment. Reg May 29. 

Jacot, William. and John Whittaker Bush, 31 ao London 
C May 28. Assignment. Reg May 31. 

Johnson, Thomas, Giles-gate, Durham, Grocer. May 14. Conveyance, 


May 7. Convey- 





Reg June 2. 

Kennard, Thomas, jun., 16 South sare, Grosvenor-sq, Middlesex, 
Grocer. May 5. Conveyance. Reg May 30. 

King, George, 28 pints, Borough, Surrey, Tallow Chandler, May 21. 
Composition. Reg May 31. 

Macarthur, John, 120 Leman-st, Goodman’s-fields, Whitechapel, Middle- 
sex, Looking Glass Manufacturer. May 13. Assignment. Reg June 2. 

Nightingale Jones, Shrewsbnry, Builder. May 24. Composition. Reg 
June 2. 

Oliver, Thomas, Pendarren, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorganshire, Grocer. 
May 10. Assignment. Reg June 3. 

Palmer, Charles Pelham, and Sseney Pulbrook, 6 Great Tower-st, London, 
Wholesale Tea Dealers. May 12. Assignment. June 2. 

Plant, William David, 77 High-st, Southwark, Commission Agent. May 6. 
Composition. Reg May 31. 

Poole, Octavius, 23 Road-side, pheant, Middlesex, Furniture Dealer. 
May 15. Composition. Reg May 31. 

Sayer, Henry Hunt, West-st, Bristol, Corn Factor. May 15. Assign- 
ment. g May 31. 

Sewell, Lametd, 2 Hanoverest, Regent-st, Middlesex, Merchant. 


June 2. 
Conveyance. Reg June 3. 
es Sem Coventry, Ironmonger. May 8. Arrangement. Reg 
une 
Springett, Isaac, Kew-road, Richmond, Surrey, Grocer. May 17. <As- 
signment. Reg June 2. 
Stoker, George, Sacriston, Durham, Grocer. May 23. Conveyance. Reg 
June 2. 
May 10. As- 


Sykes, — Upper aaa Huddersfield, Cloth Finisher. 
signmen ne 2. 


Tovey, John, 35 eat Bedminster, Builder. June 2, Composition. 
Reg June 

Vickers, John, Lincoln, Builder. May 17. Assignment. Reg June 2. 

Waddington, William Alfred, York, Pianoforte eae. May 19. 
Composition. Reg June 2. 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, May 30, 1862, 


Aldridge, Charles, Fiskerton, Notts, Farmer. May 28. Newark, June 18 
at 12. Sol Heathcote, Nottingham. 

Andrew, John, Crookes, near Sheffield, Yorkshire, Joiner and Case Maker . 
Pet May 26. Sheffield, June 11 at 2. Sol Mason, York and Sheffield. 
Ayre, Edward Orton, 72 Mark-lane, London, Commission Agent. Pet May 
28. London, June 11 at 12. Sol Jacobs, 1 Budge-row, London. 

Ballinger, William, Cossack-inn, Bag-lane, ‘Derby, Publican. Pet May 20. 
Derby, June 18 at 12. Sol Briges, 2 Amen-alley, Derby. 

Barfitt, John, New S ussex, Ind Minister. Pet May 
27. London, June 17 at |. * Sole Harrison & Lewis, 6 Old Jewry. 

Barnett, Frederick, Church-st, Hampton, Middlesex, Tailor. Pet May 26. 
London, June 10 at 1. Sol Munday, 6 Essex-st, Strand. 

Bawden, Charles, St Day, Gwennap, Cornwall, Mine Broker. May 14, 
Redruth, June 6 at 10. 

Beckett, Benjamin, & Edwin Beckett, Wolverhampton, Staffordshire, Tin 
Plate Workers. Pet May 26- Birmingham, June 9 at 12. Sols Riley, 
Wolverhampton, and Wright, Birmingham. 

Bennett, Edward Colston, 9 Skinner-st, Snow-hill, London, Stationer. Pet 
May £7. London, June 17 at 10. Sol Dodd, jnn, 26 New Broad-st. 

rag ee Jonathan, Keighley, Yorkshire, Watch Maker. Pet May 

, June 12 at Il. Sol Harle, Leeds, 

FS a Elijah, North Bierley, near Bradford, Stuff Manufacture: 

Pet May 27. Bradford, June 10 at 10.30, Sols Terry & Watson, Brad. 
ford. 

Brooke, Gustavus Vaughan, Birmingham, Tragedian and Actor. Pet 
May 24. Birmingham, June 16 at 12. Sol Reeves, Birmingham. 

Brecknell, Thomas, & Job Brecknell, rane a Hr Staffordshire, 
Watchmaker. Pet May 28. Birming!: mat June 16 at 12. Sols H. «J. 
E. Underhill, Wolverhampton, and James & Knight, Birmingham. 

Bronn, Alexander, 310, Great Howard- Pa Liverpool Engineer. Pet May 
27. Liverpool, June 1] at 12, Sol Husband. 

Cahill, Charles, 55 Manchester-st, Manchester-sq, Middlesex, Commercial 
ae Pet May 27. London, June 11 at 12. Sol Biggenden, 5 
Walb 

Cartwright, James, Broseley. Butcher. Pet May 26. Madeley, June 14 
at12. Sol Bartlett, Wolverhampton. 

Pet ey 28. Manches- 


r, Louis, Manchester, Ca) omere. 
ter, ‘jen 7 at ll. Sol , Brown-st, M 

Charlesworth, Martha, 120 lock-st, Hulme, Manchester, Milliner, 
Pet May 26. Salford, June 17 at 10. Sol Boote, Mancheste 

Cherrington, Charles Henry, Coningsby, Lincolnshire, Draper's ‘Assistant. 
Pet wa 24, Kingston-upon-Hull, June 18 at 12. Sols Brown & Son, 
Line: 

Collishaw, Alfred, Great Alfred-st, Central, Nottingham, Lacemaker. Pet 
May 27. Nottingham, June 24 at Il. Sols Cowley & Everall, Not- 


tingham. 
Caplan, Alexander Blair, Washington-st, Girlington, Bradford, Ware- 
—— Pet May 27. Bradford, June 10 at 10,30, Sol’ Harie, 


radford. 
Onseat John, High-st, Lincoln, bed age Pet May 28. Kingston- 
upon-Hull, June 18 at 12. Sol White 
Cross, John, Abbey-st, Nuneaton, Wartichebtre, Butcher, Pet May 23. 
Letnany pony 13at 10. Sol | Estlin, Nuneaton, 
Denton, George y, Lincolnshire, Plummer. Pet May 
ll Nottingham, June 10 at “ae "sal Buttery, Wheeler-gate, Notting- 


a. Stephen Court, 25 Queen-street, Gravesend, Kent, Draper. Pet 











‘in 
oy, 


ot- 


re- 
le, 


ay 
ge 


et 








June 7, 1862. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 589 








29. London, Junel4atil. Sols Harrison & Lewis, 6 Old Jewry, 
pms § Arnold, Gravesend. 
Yorkshire, Attorney-at-Law. May 13. Leeds, 


Driver, William, Pudsea, 
June 12 at 11. 

jomas Turdie, Swansea, Glamorganshire, Ship Owner Pet. 

May 28. Bristol, June 10 atil. Sols Tripp, Swansea, and Henderson, 


Drysdale, Th 
Bristol. 

Duke, Thomas Tucker, 91 Lower Union-st, Torquay, Devonshire, Draper. 
Pet May 29. Newton Abbott, June 10 at 12. Sol — Torquay. 

Dunford, Henry, 31 Paddington-st, St Marylebone, Middlesex, 
Maker. Pet May 28, femge 17 at 1.30. Sol Munday, 12 Hor- 
bury-crescent, k, Notting-hill, 

Edmonds, Andrew — farazion, Cornwall, Butcher. Pet May 27. 
Exeter, June 18 at 12. Sols Penzance, and Pitts, Exeter. 


Evans, John, Britannia Inn, Talawain, Trevethin, Monmouthshire, Beer- 


house Keeper. Pet May 24. Pontypool, June 18 at 14. Sol Edwards, 


Pon 
Evans, ‘ohn, Vulcan Inn, Adam-st, Newtown, Cardiff, Glamorganshire, 
Licensed Victualler. Pet May 24. Cardiff, June 9 at 11, Sol Ensor, 


Fieldi: ing. Thomas, 17 Wharf-st, Ashted, Birmingham, Builder. Pet Ma 
25 (inform pespenle, Birmingham, June 9 at 12, Sols James 


Flower, William ry. Attercliffe-rd, Sheffield, Grocer. Pet May 27. 
yy June 16 at 10. Sol Fretson, Sheffield, 

Gard, Ji Edward, 25 Queen’s-rd, Notting- hill, Middlesex, Cab Proprie- 
tor. ie May 28. London, June 10 at 3. Sol George, 2 Lincoln’s-inn- 


fields-chambers. 
George, John Theophilus, Camborne, Cornwall, Builder. Pet May 28. 
Exeter, June 18 at 12. * Sols Paull & Linton, Plymouth, and Campion, 


r. 
‘op, Westbromwich, : Staffordshire, Licensed Vic- 


George, Thomas. 
pooner Pet May ny "“Siceietam, June 16 at 12. Sol Watsun, West- 
Grafton, ne Migs Melville-cottage, 15 Canning-pl, Kensington, Engineer. 
oo London, June 10 at 1. Sol Bartley, 4 Barket’s-bidgs, 
Gravell , William, yeniten, Lianguicke, Glamorganshire, Grocer’s Assis- 
tant, "Pet t May 15 (in forma pauperis). Neath, June 13 at 12. Sol 
ile ates 
Griffiths, Charles Egburth, 20 Margaret-st, Oxford-st, Middlesex, Book- 
pg Bhan Pet May 23. London, June J1 at 11.30. Sols Harrison & Lewis, 
Grimes, janet, jun, 14 Tetlow-st, Li » Plasterer. Pet May 26. 
Liverpool, June 12 at 12, Sols Neale & artin. Live 
Gunn, Isaac, Cattawade, Suffolk, Blacksmith. Pet y 26, Ipswich, 
‘ownall, St Nicholas-st, Ipswich. 
Guy, Joseph, mek Salop. Pet May 24. Madeley, June 14 at 12. Sol 
Beeston, Wellington. 
James, Chatterley, Wolstanton, Staffordshire, Mining Contrac- 
a Pet May 26. Newcastle-under-Lyme, June 12 at 10. Sol Litch- 
Hall, William, Kingston-upon-Hull, Brewer. May 15. Kingston-xpon- 
Hull, June 11 at 12. 
moors, 16 King-st, New North-rd, Middlesex, Boot and Shoe 
Maker. Pet May 27. London, June 14 at 11. Sols Lewis & Sons, 7 
erg nate” 
Harris, Joseph, Junction-st Hillfields, Coventry, Warwickshire, Tailor. 
May 13. Coventry, June 14 at 12. 
gry ne gp min, Scarborough, Yorkshire, Wine and Spirit Merchant. 
Pet May 27 ae June 16 at 11. Sols Spurr, Scarborough, end Bond 
Hawkins, Tdmund, 4 Nor thampton-ter, Lower-rd, Islington, Middlesex, 
Stationer's Clerk. Pet May 27. London, June 11 at2. Sol Pook, 27 
Basinghall-st 
Hoade, John, and James Hoade, Addlestone, Chertsey, Surrey, Pas mid = 
—_ _ =: 28. Chertsey, June 13 at 2, Sol Wentner, 26 Buck: 
lersbi 
Holland, Witten: Bell Inn, Back-st, Chepstow, Monmouthshire, Licensed 
Victualler. Pet May 24. Chepstow, June 16 at 11, Sol Owen, 


Cardiff. 

Holmes, Henry, Findon, Labourer. Pet May 26. Worthing, June 23 
at 10. Sol Goodman, 73 Ship-st, Brighton. 

Holt, James, Turner Jane, Taadteee, Lancashire, ee. 
Pet May 20. Ashton-under-Lyne, June 19 at 11. Sol Rawlinson, 6 
Mount: street, Manchester. 

Hickman, Henry, Wednesbury, Staffordshire, Builder. Pet May 26. Bir- 

mingham, June 9 at 12. Sols Sheldon, Wednesbury, and James & 
Knight, Birmingham. 

Hurst, Jeremiah, Hunter’s Tavern, Hurst, Ashton-under- -Lyne, Lanca- 
shire, Morey Pet May 22. Ashton-under-Lyne, June 19 at 11. 
Sols Darnton & Greaves. 

ullage, William Henry, Wolverham apton, ton, Staffordshire, Locksmith. Pet. 

olverhampton, June 9 at 12. Walker, Wolyerhampton. 

Jenkins, eee Tongwynlas, Whitchurch, Glamorganshire, Contractor. 
™ May 10. Cardiff, June 10at 11. Sol Plews, Church-st, Merthyr 


fil, ‘ 

Jenkins, William, Powick, Worcestershire, Labourer. Pet May 20 (in 
forma pauperis). Worcester, June 11 at il. Sol Wilson, Worcester. 
Jepps, Thomas, 12 Paternoster-row, London, Bookseller. Pet May 7. 

London, June 10 at 3, Sols Terrell & Chamberlain, 30 Basinghall-st 

Jones, Ann, 154 Commercial-rd, Newport, Monmouthshire, Haulier. Pet 
May 19. Newport, June 18 at 10. Sol Owen, Ne-yport. 

Jones, John Richard, Cardiff, Glamorganshire, Ship Broker. Pet May 27. 
Bristol, June 12 at i. Sols Grover & Davis, Cardiff, and Bevan, Press, 
& Inskip, Bristol. . 

Kellett, Edward, Market-st, Chorley, Lancashire, Ironmonger. Pet May 
26. Manchester, June 16 at 11. Sol Swan, Brazennose-st, Manchester. 

King, Thomas, 16 South Audley-st, Middlesex, Grocer, Pet May 24, 
London, June 10 at 2. , Lawrence, Smith, & Fawdon, 12 Bread-st, 
and Hammond, Furnival’ ‘sin, London, 

Loveland, James, Harting, Sussex, Licensed Victualler. Pet May 1. Mid- 
hurst, June 19 at 3. Sol White, 8 Dane's-inn, Strand. 

Lowe, Ann, Newcastle- under-Lyme, Widow, Grocer. Pet May 28, New- 
castle- Oy vie June 12 at 10. Sol Litchfield. 

Mansfield, Charles, 63 Commercial-rd, Landport, Portsea, Hampshire, 

r tle Dealer. Pet May 24. Portsmouth, June 12 at 11, sat Waite, 





—_— pose vey Pa sp me eke berystwith, Monmouthshire, Forge Ham- 
Pet Ma: Tredegar, June 14 at 1. Sol Cathcart, New- 


oo 
Mersham, Thomas Leach, Waltham-st, Lawrance, Twyford, Berks, Licen- 
sed Victualler. Pet May 27. London, June 11 at li. Sol Marshall, 12 


, John, N Lace Dealer. Pet May 27. Nottingham, 
June 24 at 11. Sol N 


Morrison, James Giles, 121 Edgware-rd, Paddington, Middlesex, Surgeon. 
Pet May 23. London, June 10 at 2. Sols Leblane, Smale, & Torr, 18 
New Bridge-st, Blackfriars. 

Nesbitt, John, Oldham-rd, Manchester, Assistant to a Provision Dealer. 
ow 26. Manchester, June 16 at 12. Sol Swan, Brazennose-st, 

anchester. 

O’Mealley, Patrick. Hemp Lands, eee Stourbridge, Worcestershire, 
Hide and.Skin Merchant. Pet May 27 , June 24 at 10. 
Sol Maltby, Dudley. 

Parker, Charles Abraham, Lozells, near Birmingham, Staffordshire, Com- 
mission Agent. May 20. Birmingham, June 16 at 12. Sols James & 


Knight, Birmingham. 

Phillips, Charles, Totteridge, Herts, Carpenter. Pet May 27. London 
June 10 at 2. Sol ten 10 age Bedford-row. 

Powell, Isaac, Tillingham, Essex, Harness Maker. Pet May 27. Maldon 
June 12 at 11. Sol Digby, Maldon. 

Prior, Harry Allen Lamb, is High-st West, Pimlico, Middlesex. Pet May 
- A ae EE London, June 17 at 2. Sol Aldridge, 46 Moor- 


Prichard, Henry Joseph, Sweet Turf, Netherton, Dudley, Worcestershire, 
— Collier. Pet May 26. Dudley, June 10 at 11. Sol Corles, Wor- 


ter. 

paneer, John, Bank hay Todmorden, Langfield, Halifax, Yorkshire, 
Horse Driver. Pet May 26. Todmorden, June 12 at 10. Sol Blomley, 
Todmorden. 

Rodway, James Barron, Edgbaston, Warwickshire, Maltster and Brewer. 
— 26. Birmingham, June 9 at 12. Sols Rawlins & Rowley, Bir- 
mingham. 

Round, William, jun, Netherton Hill, Dudley, Worcestershire, Boat Loader. 
Pet May 26. Dudley, June 10 at . Sol Corles, Worcester. 

Scorror, John, Honlaxton, Lincolnshire, Victualler. Pet May 
27. Nottingham, June 24 at il. Sols Oldham, Melton Mowbray, 
Leicestershire, and Smith, Nottingham. 

Sheriff, George, Scothorne, Lincolnshire, Grocer. Pet May 27. Lincoln, 
June 11 at 12. Sols Bro Brown & Son, Lincoin. 

Slater, Andrew, Wood Top, Habergham Eaves, Burnley, Lancashire, 
Corn Dealer. Pet May 27. Manchester, June 17 at 12. Sols Cobbett 
& Wheeler, Brown -st, Manchester, Ste wenger yy my, 

ith, George Silver, Water-lane, Winchester, Painter. Pet May 
Winchester, June we Sol Bailey, Winchester. 

Soar, John William, 17 Woburn-bidgs, St. Pancras, Middlesex, Livery 

aa . Pet May 27. London, June Il at 12, Sol King, 25 


College- 
we Joseph, Stroud, toot Pet May 28. Stroud, June 10 at 10. 


— Wiltasa De , 12 & 12 Three Colt-st, Old Ford, Middlesex, Con- 

ve Match Mam . Pet May 26. London, June 17 at 10. 
Sot ‘Spiller, 3 South-pl, Finsbury. 

Thomas, Rees, Newport, Monmouthshire, Beer-house Keeper. May 16. 
Newport, June 18 at 10; ; 

Truyen, Henri (and not Truyan, as previously advertised). 

Wade, Thomas Beckett, 65 Y Dadley-rd, Wot Staffordshire, 
Clerk. Pet. Wolverhampton, June 9 at 12, Sol Bartlett, Wolver- 


a ge 

s, Richard Clarence, 12 Brighton-pl, Salford, Lancashire, Clerk. 
Wet May a7. Salford, June 17 at 10. 

Charles, Roath, Cardiff, G , Cattle Dealer. Pet 
May 28. Bristol, June 10 at 11. Sols Cl & Benson, Bristol. 

Wood, John, Culmstock, Devonshire, Boot and Shoo Maker. Pet May 23. 
ee ee Sol Floud, Exeter. 
alsh, . Pet May 20. 
fms ti aiie 


Dewsbury, 
Yeoward, J Ship Broker. Pet May 26. June 
mat Sear ae 


Tuespay, June 3, 1862. 

Ash, John, Longton, Potter. hp ha (in forma 

Badeock. Da rt, Zune 1 aU Seveieen, Scutamapenny Beta Pet 
cock, Da: vois vern, 

May 30. London, June 17 at 12. Sols Paterson & Son, 7 Bouverie-st, 
ee 

Ball, John, Lawley-common, W Bo Pit Sinker. Pet May 28. 
Wellington, June 13at 9. Sol Taylor, W 

erties, deanen, 38 Setenpet, ee ee ee Pet June 2. 
London, June M4 at 12, erred! moma Trinity-st, Southwark. 

Barton, Thomas Arthur, | Ort’s-rd, Reading, Berks, Journeyman Baker. 
Pet May 29. bag ea sgh Se A Sol Smith, Reading. 

22 Piccadilly, Tunstali ire, Grocer. Pet May 


r — 
31. Hanley, June 21 at 11. Sol Tomkinson, Burslem. 
Booth, Doncaster, Corn and Flour Dealer. May 13. Shef- 
field, June 16 at 10. 


Bushell, Samuel Smith, Sandwich, Kent, Grocer. May 15. Lendon,June 
17 at ll. Sols Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Butler, Richard, > ucks, Baker. Pet May 30. Windsor, 
dune 13 at 11. Sol Voules, W 

Chapman, John, 32 Victoria- “sy pe Wisbech, Cambridgeshire. May 19. 
Cambridge, June 16 at 12. 

Charge, Henry Vale, Little Waltham, Essex, Saddler, Pet May 29. 
Chelmsford, June 10at 11. Sol Chelmetord. 


"Sol Haigh Yorkshire 


Solomon, 15 Dee-st, West eer te Bae Window Ticket 
Writer. Pet May 3C. Liverpool, = Tats Sol Grocots, 
, Edward, Wolve pton, = 24 (in forma pan 


ys, Ports’ 
June 17 at 1. Sols Paterson & Son, 7 


Mackey, Southampton 
111 Strand, Middlesex, Phrenolegist. Pet May 30. 

peed anes iia oy Sms 2 Se 

June Sat 10. “Sol Leedbeatter, Hudderetiel 
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Ellis, Joseph, Gorton-lane, Manchester, Builder, Pet May 29. Manches. 
ter, June 18 at 9.30. Sol Barrow. 

Evans, William Owen, Tatygrisian, Festioniog, Mcrionethshire, Black- 
smith. Pet May 28. Portmadoc, June 14at1l. Sol Breese, Portmadoc, 

Ffennell, William Joshua, 31 Moreton-pl, Warwick sq, Middlesex, Inspec- 
tor of Fisheries). Pet May 29. London, June !7at11. Sols Hobbs & 


w , 63 Cornhill 

Fletcher, James, 16 Braddons-st, Pit 
May 31. Newton Abbott, June 13 at 11. Sol Carter, Torquay. 

Forbes, Patrick, 10 Little Keppel- st, Chelsea, Middlesex, Labourer. Pet 
May 29 (in forma pauperis). London, June 14 at ll. Sols Aldridge & 
Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Fordham, Joseph, East Tilbury, Fssex. Baker. Pet May 22. 
June 17 at 12.30. Sols Preston & Dorman, 13 Gresham-st. . 

Forrester, William, 31 Harper-st, New Kent-rd, Surrey, Beer-shop Keeper. 
Pet May 31. London, June 17 at 12. Sol Chipperfield, 3 Trinity-st, 
Southwark. 

Fouraker, Henry James, Bampfylde-st, Exeter, White, Lock, and Gun 
Smith. Pet May 30. Exeter, June 13 at 11. Sol Floud, Exeter. 

Gallon, Joseph, sen, Rotherham, Provision Dealer, May 13. Sheffield, 
June 16 at 10. 

Gallon, Joseph, jun, South-st, Shefticld-moor, Sheffield, Provision Dealer. 
May 13. Sheffield, June 16 at 10. 

Grieve, James, Liverpool, Drysalter. 


Torqauy, Devonshire, Carpenter. 


London, 


Pet May 31. Liverpool, June 13 at 


12. Sol Pemberton, Liverpool. 

Griffiths, Joseph, Rhos Lianerchruqog, Ruabon, Denbighshire, Builder. 
Pet May 29. Rnabon, June 14 at 12. Soi Rymer, Wrexham. 

Hague, Charles, Harvest-lane, Sheffield, Type Founder. May 13. Shef- 
field, June 16 at 10. 

Hammond, Joseph, Kingsley, Staffordshire, Grocer. Pet May 27. Chea- 
dle, June 20 at 11. 1 Welch, Congleton, Cheshire. 

Holliman, —— Two Brewers Public-house, Gun-st, Blackfriars-rd, 

to a Publican. Pet May 29 (in forma pauperis). London, 
jae iy, 7 a 11. Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Hope, Henry Augustus, 13 Oxford-rd, Downham-rd, , Middlesex, 
Pet May 31. London, June 14 at 11.30. Sols Sydney & Son, 46 Fins- 
bury-circus, London 

Howe, William, Walsoken, Norfolk, Market Gardener. May 16. Nor- 
wich, June 16 at 12. 

Hughes, William, Hill-st, Cradley, Worcestershire, Roller of Iron. Pet 
May 28. Birmingham, June 16 at 12. Sol Assinder, Birrhingham. 

Israel, Edward, Bradford, Stuff Merchant. Pet May 23. Leeds, June 16 
at ii. Sols Terry & Watson, Bradford, and Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Jennings, William, jun, Woodbury, Devonshire, Cattle Dealer. Pet May 
28. Exeter, June 13 at 11. Sol Floud, Exeter. 

Jones, John Stanier, Portmadoc, Carnarvonshire, Attorney. Pet May 31. 
by forma pauperis). London, June 14 at 12, Sols Aldridge & Bromley, 

46 Moorgate-st. 

Kerr, Lewis Glenton, 9 Royal Avenue-ter, King’s-rd, Chelsea, Middlesex, 
Newspaper Proprietor. Pet May 31. London, June 17 at 12. Sol 
Wells 4 47 T Moorgate-st. 

Knibb, Henry, Willis-st, Birmingham,Coal Agent. Pet May 26 (in forma 
pauperis). Birmingham, June 20 at 12. Sols James & Knight, Bir- 
mingham. 

Knibb, John, Rushton-st, Birmingham, Baker. Pet May 26 (in forma 
a Birmingham, June 20 at 12. Sols James & Knight, Bir- 

am. 

Knibb, Joseph, 88 Heneage-st, Birmingham, Fruiterer. Pet May 26 (in 
forma pauperis). Birmingham, June 20 at 12. Sols James & Knight, 
Birmingham. 

Pet May 26 (in form& 


Knibb, Thomas, Stoneleigh, Warwickshire, Baker. 
— Birmingham, June 20 at 12. Sols James & Knight, Bir- 
Pet 


Lougher, Richard, Canton-mills, Liandaff, Glamorganshire, Miller. 
Ma: Cardiff, June 16 at il. Sol Bird, Cardiff. 
, Chapel Lianiltern, near Cardiff, Farm Bailiff. Pet May 
Cardiff, June 16 at ll. Sol Bird, Cardiff. 
Loveder, Charles, Dorset-st, Southampton, Cabinet Maker. Pet May 30. 
Southampton, June 16 at 12. Sol Mackey, Southampton. 


Lueas, Henry, 7 and 8 Eden-pl, Old Kent-rd, Surrey, China and Glass 
Dealer. Pet May 29. Lon on, June 17 at 11. Sol Buchanan, 13 Ba- 


singhall-st. 

Lyon, Henry, Colchester, Chemist, Druggist, and Dentist. Pet 29. 
London, — - atli. Swls Linklaters & Hackwood, 7 Walbeook” 

MacAlpin, Danie’ le, Attorney and Solicitor. Pet May 30. New- 
eastle-upon-Tyne, June 17 at 11.30. Sol Hoyle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Mann, Mary, 25 Meriden-st, Birmingham, Furniture — Pet May 29. 
Birmingham, June 16 at 10. Sol Parry, Birmingha 

Marks, Henry. Bell-green, Lower Sydenham, Kent, Baker. Pet May 27. 
London, June 17 at 1.30. Sol Drew, 4 New Basinghall-st. 

ae Anthony Warren, Longton, , Commercial Traveller. 
May 12. Stoke-upon-Trent, June 14 at 10, Sol Litchfield, Neweas- 
tle-under-L; 

Martin, John shaw, Balsover, Derbyshire, Veterinary Surgeon. Pet 
May 27. Chesterfield, Jaly 2 at 12. Sol Binney, Sheffield. 

» Ribbon Manufacturer. Pet May 30. Bir- 

mingham, June 16 at 12," Sol Reeve, Birmingham. 

Mayhollam, William, Cockermouth, Tallow Chandler. Pet May 16. New- 

A ly cae oe iat 11. . Cockermouth. 

Milton, Harman ew, nion-st, Kennington-rd, - 

— _— May 23. London, June 18 -at 11. ‘sol alasager 46 


Pon William, 151 Lancaster-rd, Preston, Draper. Pet May 28, 
cee ee 20 at 10. Sol Blackhurst, Preston. 

Pennington, Thomas, Bridge-inn, Ettingshall-lane, Bilston, Licensed Vic- 
tualler. Pet "eae. 24 (in forma pauperis). Stafford, June Ml ati. 
Sol Litchfield, Newcastle-nnder-Lyme. 

Perkins, Jonathan, Crediton, Devonshire, Blacksmith. Pet May 31. Cre- 
ditun, June 23 at 11. Sol Cleave & Sparkes, Crediton 

Philo, Joseph, Norwich, Saddier. Pet May 29. ‘se om June 14 at 11.30, 
dow Tarner, & Turner, 68 Aldermanbury, and Miller,Son, & Bagg, 

orwic 

Pyle, Thomas, 41 Charics-st, Goswell-rd, Middlesex, Journeymam But- 
cher. Pet May 30(in forma pauperis). London, June 14 at 12. Sols 
A & 8 '» 46 Moorgate st. 

Rayner, William, ley-bridge-mill, Northowram, Yorkshire, Worsted 
Manufacturer. a May 16. Leeds, June 19 at I. Sols Wood & Kil- 
lick, Bradford, and Cariss & Tempest, Leeds. 





Rea, Alfred, Worcester, Dealer in Berlin Wools, “Pet er 29. Birmings 
ham, June 16 at 12. Sol Rea, Worcester, and Wright, Binh agham. 
Robins, Christopher, 32 Holywell-st, Westminster, Gent. Pet May 28; 

London, Jnne 17 at 10. Sols Luniley & Lumley, 2 Moorgate-st. 
Robinson, Christopher, 5 Dunn-st, Scotswood-rd. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
Travelling Bookseller. Pet May 28. Newcastle, June 14 at 11. Sol 


Pet May 31. 


Johnson, Newcas*le-upon- Tyne. 

Robinson, Joseph, Leeds, Machine Maker. Leeds, June 27 
at 1.30. Sol Harie, Leeds. 

Robson, William, jun, Colburn, Yorkshire, Shoemaker, Pet Muy 15. 
Richmond, June 11 at 11. Sol Robinson. 

Rochester, John, 7 North Derby-st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Watchman. 
Pet May 22, Newcastle, June 14 at ti. Sol Browning, Newcastle- 
upon- Tyne. 

Rumball, Maria, 18 Gower-pl, Euston-rd, Middlesex, Spinster. Pet May 
31, London, June 17 at 11. Sols Lewis & Lewis, 10 Ely-pl. 

Rush, William, Thaine, Oxfortishire, Beer-house Keeper. May 19. 
Thame, June 14 at 10. Sol Kilby, Banbury. 

Ryan, William, 50 Great Charles-st, Birmingham, Tailor, Pet May 29. 
Birmingham, June 16 at 10. Sol Parry, Birmingham, 

Schweitzer, Henry Burns, 22 Ponsonby-ter, Vauxhallerd, Surrey, Commer - 
cial Traveller, Pet May 29 (in —_ pauperis). London, June 17 
at2. Sol Aldridge. 46 Moorgate-st. 

Selig, Louis, Liverpool, Importer of Foreign Merchandise. Pet May 31. 

Liverpool, June 13 at 11, Sols Evans, Son, & Sandys. 

Shaw, William, & Edward Simpson Shaw, Hanley, Cockshead Milton, and 

Stanley, Staffordshire, Flint & Potters’ Material Grinders. Pet May 29. 
Birmingham, June 20 at 12. Sol Wright, Birmingham. 

Simpson, Robert, 7 Berkeley-st, Lamoeth-walk, Surrey, Machine Worker, 
Pet = 81 (in ee: London, June 14 ut 11,80. Sols Al- 
dridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Smith, Abraham, 2 and 3 Dockhead, Bermondsey, Surrey, Outfitter. Pet 
May 27. London, June 17 at 11. Sol Redpath, ¥* bp mynd 

Spencer, William Mansell, Cheltenham, Draper. t May 26. Bristol, 
June 16 at 11. Sols Bevan, Press, & Inskip, Bristol, 

Standring, James, Manchester, Omnibus etor. Pet May 30. Man- 
— yeah 18 at 11. Sols Cobbett & Wheeler, Manchester,and Pon+ 
sonby, Oldham 

Statham, John Henry ry; Nottingham, Builder. Pet May 30. Nottingham, 
June 24at ll. Sols Cowley & Everall, Nottingham. 

Stealey, Edmund, St Gouge, Denbighshire, Grocers Pet May 80. 8t 
Asaph, June 20 at 11. Sol Edwards, Denb' 


Swire, AWilliam — Leeds, Upholsterer. Pet May 30. Leeds, June 16 
at ll, Sols Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Tandy, -~ Heweil-rd, Redditeh, Worcestershire, Needle Finisher. Pet 
May 28. Reéditch, June 11 at 11. Sol Powell, Birmingham. 

Tollit, William, 18 Gloucester-ter, Park-walk, Brompton, Stable Manager. 
oe June 2. London, June 17 at 1. Sols Lewis Lewis, 10 Ely-place, 

Tomkys, William, Wolverhampton, Plumber and Glazier. Pet Rg 27. 
Birmingham, June 13 at 12. Sols James & Knight, Birm ee 

Tow, Gage William John, 15 Richmond-st, Marylebone, Mi x, Boot 
and Shoe Maker. Pet May 30. London, June 17 at 1.30. Sol Jones, 5 
New-inn, London. 

Wells, James, 65 Sun-st, Bishopsgate Without, London, D: Pet 
May 29. London, June 17 at 11. Sol Archer, 17 Tokerihouse- yard. 

i= 2 George, 99 Lancaster-st, Birniingham, Clothier. Pet yMay 29. 

Birmingham, June 16 at 10. Sol Allen, ingham. 

Wesson, Thomas, Grantham, Lincolnshire, Boot and Shoe Maker: Pet 
May 31. Grantham, June 14 at 4. Sol Palmer, Grantham. 

Whatley, Robert, Leicester, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer. Pet May 29. 
Nottingham, June 17 at 12. Sol Haxby, Leicester, 


ting! 
White, John, 5 Alma-st, Weston-super-Mare, Builder. Pet May 29. 


Weston-super-Mare, June 18 at 11.80. Sol Thick, Bristol. 

White, Stephen, York Arms Tavern, 87 High Holborn, Middlesex, Licensed 
Victualler. Pet May 29 (in forma pauperis). London, June 18 at 11. 
Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Whitehouse, Benjamin Round, Wednesbury, Staffordshire, Grocer. 

May 24 (in forma pauperis). Stafford, June ll at li. Sol Livchiicld, 
Newcastle-under-Lyme. 

Williams, Robert, 2 St St Mark'seplace, Gloucester, Tobacco Pipe Maker. 
Pet May 29. Gloucester, June 16 at li. Sol Taynton, Gloucester. 

Wright, George Weippert, 52 Baker-st, St Marylebone, Middlesex, Green- 
grocer. Pet May 29. London, June 11 at 12. Sol Hare, 8 Old Jewry. 

Wright, Richart, "Bottle Bank, Gateshead, Hardwareman. Pet May 31. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, June 18 at 11. Sols Harle & Co., 20 Southamp- 
ton- buildings, Chancery-lane. 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Farway, May 30, 1862. 
Hicklin, Joseph, Redworth, Warwickshire, Ribbon Manufacturer, May 27. 
Tugspay, June 3, 1862. 


Mansell, Edward, and George satya Elliott, 13a Belgrave-sq, and 16 
Cornhill, Ascteeers. May 
Waddington, William Alfred, York, Piaaoforte Manufacturer; May 27. 


crane 
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LANDOWNERS AND THE LORD CHANCELLOR'S TRANSFER BILL, 
Now ready, price 2s., 

BSERVATIONS UPON THE LORD CHAN- 

CELLOR’S BILL relating to Land Transfer B.... Registration of 

Title to Land. Being an epitome of the measure prepared as much for 

Eincotn by landowners as by lawyers. By RUPE ht POTTER, B.A., of 

in’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. To which is appended a copy of the 


London: W. Drapsr, 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-ina. 











Demy 8vo., price one shilling. 
' | Wepme MARKS.—Registration Essential to Suc- 
Sia, oe eg ag pe ‘i R, an Seto ont ee 
By ARTHUR RYLAND, Ex Esq., of Birmingham. 
London: Yates AND ALEXANDER, ti Court, > 
W, Draper, “ Solicitors Journal Office,” 59 Carey-strect, W. 
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